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. Engliſh Liturgie. 5 ro © 


bend Se, 


| 1 Had hever 65 Mean an Opinion of pd u dement, as to helizve ; 


you ever thought the AVS ER, Examin d in the following 
Sheets, either to need or deſerve a RE 'PLY. But the Plot of In- 
troducing the Engliſh Liturgie into North-Brittain, not without 
Hopes of ſeeing it one Day get the Legal Eſtabliſhment, being Auote- 
ed in Print. F I thought it could not be amiſs, from the Inſtance 
of this ANSW ER ER, (who, I acknowledge bas done as well, as 
could be expected from any of the Liturgical Set of our Scotch 
Curats ) to Diſcover to the World, of what Integrity, Senſe, and 
Learning. the Men are, who hene Aff 4 the Gharadter of your 
| 3 UIDES in this Deſign. We are even Deafn d with their Boaſt- 
s of the Advances the Liturgie has already made, and of its 
WOUDER FULL Succeſs. - fo that they Pt e in a ſhort time to 
be able to He with us both for Number and Quality. And if the 
Argumente, by which they have Proſelyted you, have been ſuch as 
are Adduced in the ANSW ER here Examined, the Succeſs, I 


+ See the Sermons Intituled Liturgie and Loyalty Preached by 
T. R. May 13. 1 , 
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| r . Moe. FEES. a 
oonfeſs, is WONDERFULE indeed. So ONDERFULL. 
bat Huriant Reaſon can neuer account for 11. « 4 CEL 
. The Reader, /1 doubt nbt, will be ſurprized to find ſuck an Unin- 
Terrupred Trac of Abſurdities, Weak and Falſe Reaſonings, as the 
» ANSWER is fiuff d with: and may poſjitle ſuſpeft I haue Miſ- 
repreſented em. But I Lex: to the ANSWER it ſelf Le 
that bear Witneſs far my Fair Dealing 
Tho' the ANSWERER Diſſemblet at leaft* one half of the 
Reaſoning in the DIALOGUE; Tet I have done him more ut ice. 
T have conſider d every Thing has the leaſt ſhadow of an Argument 
in bis ANSWER, and ; ws other Things that had none. And 
have Endeavour'g to clear up ſeveral Things either in or relating 
to the Liturgie, which both he, and its other Scotch Patrons want- 
ed to be informed of. ] could not miſsto call a Lye a Lye, and Non- 
ence Nonſence, when I met with it, But I have never allowed my 
ſelf to uſe the leaft ſprinkling of Banter, without a juſt Argutiient to 
Support it. For which I nuſt Referr my ſelf to the Judgment. f 
the Impartial Reader. 1 C 
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SIR, 
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Am not much given to CEREMONY, 25 indeed few WHIGS 


are; Rory L hope you'll Exculs me, tho' 1 ule al} oy 
Freedom 


1 
J 


as CURAT or EPISCOPALIAN, 


— 


b 4 7 
Freedom with you. Not that I Defis to Treat you Rudely either 
you may be Securethat wa 


But to be put Lm "oy = 17 as the 25 of the * 
phlet I am wha, 1 hope, you'll patiently 
ſubmit to. 
th 5 Se. vet ifque danſe que viciſſim. 
Your Las, MP 


R ory ter PROFES- 
SIONS DF KINDNESS "OR NORANCE, 
NONSENCE, BLUNDERS, ard to Crown all, of a Spice of 
BLASPHEMY. | You have indeed with great Nicety laid theſe 
pretty Ornaments Chequer-wiſe in your Book, here a BROAD 
LIE, and tlęre BL NONSENSE ecyrdum Arthn. But, 
there being Fgreat Beauty in a Piſtinct Range of I con- 
celve it may be moſt for the Edification of the Reader to Marſhall 
them in order. Not that I cah promiſe to make a full Enumera- 
tion of eich, Who but a HERCULES. 0 4 clean the, AUG #- 
AN, Stable? 2 Bt 1 fl ae. to gi fee = 9 2 
each, as that one may judge of tlie ldi it Le 
begin then with obſerving your LIES, 75 that for this n ne- 
ceſſary Reaſon, becauſe your bodk begins with one. 


Article if - - + 


Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Lying Faculty. | 
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I. IN the firſt Blace, , you Remark on che Dialogue Ther- 


* {uppoſes 2 Welt Countrey wan to be Civil to Curate; 
whereas (ſay you) they are GENERALLY Taught by their 
*LEADERS, to hate them as ODICUS MONSTERS, and not 
"to treat them with the” COMMON * of Mankind 
An 


+ J FIN 

An that bey Teach ctr Cine and Servants to have 6 o- 
© ther Character of them, but that of DUMB DOGS. THAT 
* CANNOT BARK. a 

'This, Sir, is a heavy Imp utation on the Weſt Coe de 
and their Leaders. But — you proved it? Have you attempted 
to prove it? Have you Adduc'd ſo much as one Inſtance to give 
People ground to ſuſped ir? No, nothing of all this: And there- 
fore I beg leave to mark-down this, not a3 YOUR) firſt Lye; fe 
then Poſſibly I had found a Way ty Charm you, but a8 the firſt 
Lye in your Pamphlet. A Tye, a Notorious one too, a Lye of a 
Malicious Nature, 4 Lye of a very diffuſive Extent; and in oppofi- 
tion to which, 1 affirm, That the Weſt Country-men are Generally 
Vaught by their - Leaders, to be Kind and. Courteous, and to do 
good to all Men, CU RATS NOT EXCEPTED. + And for 
every Perſ# of Fame, that you ſhall get to ſubſcribe to your 'Aﬀer- 
tion, 1 hereby engage to get a Score of as good Fame to ſubſcribe 
2 mi If this d do not move. you, I'm ſure you muſk be pretty 

ore. a 4 
et Jorwithſtantins, Ex he Hſt part of your Character of the 
Welk Countryamen, Whether they are * Taught by their Leaders to 
look upon the Curats as Dumb Dogs that cannot BARK, I ſhall 
not b. but L ſhall aſſure you, they never deny d but they cou 2 
BIT E; and whatever doubt they have made of their havi 
TONGUE, yetthey never made any of their having TEET 
Many poor Famitics — the Marks of 'em to this Day. 1 +l 
not mean theſe, that ſufferd for that which was 'T HEN call'd 
REBELI JON, ſuch were mercifiully Hang'd out of the way by 
Pairs and half Dozens, tho' their Principles were none other, than 


j. what have been both avowed and practiſed by the Body of the 


Church of E elend Clergy ſiuce that time, yea even to the Dodrine 
of the INTRINSICK POWER of the Church, which THEN 
was Ridicul'd as an Etthufiaſtical h Notign, but is NOW 
Hugged as the Darling of the moſt Rarnk-wing'd High-Fhers, but 
I mean ſuch, as were ” Hounded and Haraſled ſimply for NON- 
CONF ORMIT Y, and not coming to Church. | 
B 2 That. 


— wha. . „ 
—_ * * 


That there were ſome Hundreds, that ſuffer d upon that Score 


you in any t 


allenarly, without any other Article in their Lybel; ſuffer d, I ſay; 
the 4 of their Goods, and Impriſonment of their Perſons, to 
their utter undoing; and that upon the Delation, and by the In- 
ſtigation of the Curats, deny it, if you have Heart enough, (for 

of your Brow I doubt not) and upon your doing fo, I ſhall ( God 


| ſparing Life and Health) do my beſt to prove it, not Meerly by 


the Teſtimony of Whigs, but by good, ſolid, ſubſtantial, Fpiſco- 


pal Documents, both LAY and CLERICAL. 


In the mean time, becauſe you have ſhown in your Pamphlet, 
that you have a Mighty Talent at Retorting, tho' every Boy in the 
Logick Claſs knows, that, Retorquere none# Reſpondere, and every 
Clown at the Plowtail, hat two Blacks make not a White, which, 
I ſuppoſe, ſignifies the ſame thing in Score; Yet not to Diſcourage 

= that's Popular, which were indeed cruel, when 
pou run ſo low in what's Reſonable ;, I hear Challenge you to give 
nſtance of ſo much as any one Perſon of the Epiſcopal erſwaſion 
in Scotland, that, ever ſince the Revolution, ſuffer d the Loſs of 
one ſix Pence, or one Hours Impriſonment for not coming to Church. 
II. But I proceed to obſerve a ſecond Lye, which, Page 38. of 
your Pamphlet, runs in theſe Words, | 
John Knox in his Book of Common Prayer, appoints the Com- 
*munion to be given at leaſt Twelve times a Year, BUT MOST 
*PARIBHES IN SCOTLAND WILL NOT GIVE IT 


*ONCE IN TWELVE YEARS. 


I hope you are not ſo utterly ſenſeleſs as not to know, that e- 
very Man in the Nation can give you the Lye in this Matter. 
What then cou'd harden you into ſuch a Degree of Impudence as 
to aſlert it ? | 

Sir, I affirm, that the Communion has been oftener given theſe 
Twelve Years laſt by paſt in moſt Pariſhes in Scotland, than during 
the whole 28 Years Preceeding the Revolution,wherein you Gover- 
ned. I Challenge you to put it to a Tryal. Pm ſure you Reputation 
requires it. 


acknowledge, the Communion has been to ſeldom given by uy: 


— % — 


if we conſider the Precept 00 our Lord, and the Primitive Practice. 
But as YOU were vaſtly more Guilty than WE in that Matter, 
ſo tue Church of England Her Self 15 not Innocent, by the Teſ⸗ 
timony even of her beſt Friends. Lake for Inſtance Dr. Vetten- 
ball Biſhop of Kilmore, in his Book Entitled, Due frequency of the 


Lords Supper, Dedicated ro Her Majeſty, and Printed at Euin- 
burgh Anno 1706. Among(t the Laws of our Church (faith he 
in his Dedication ) as there is none perhaps more excellent and 
* truly Chriſtian, than thoſe touching the Lord's Supper; ſo it is 
hard to atlign ANY MORE NEGLECTED, thanthe Rubricks 
* which enjoyn due Frequency of it. And the Neglect is not only 
in Country Pariſhes, but even in fome GREATER CHURCH-. 
© ES-----—--------in the Place where I appeared (Anno 1697. in 
* Tunbridge Wells Chappel) I confeſs my Spirit was mov'd in me, 
* when 1 ſaw ſo Noble, ſo Vaſt, and ſo Devout a Congregation 
*thcre Aſſembling, not only twice every Lord's day, but a very 
great part of them every day in the Week, yet kept without the 
advantage of ONE Publick Communion THE WHOLE SOCM- 
MER LONG; and one GREAT part of the Parochial Inha- 
*bjitants NOI ONLY THE WHOLE YEAR, BUF YEAR 
*AFIER YEAR---—-----Thus he. Now, Sir, produce me an In- 
fanfWequ:! to this in all Scatlaud, and if I don't produce à better 
Reaſon for the Ouiſſion, than the Exgi;/p, did for that, I ſhall bear 
the blame. Their Excuſe was © That thu the Face was not anl 
* Decently but even Auguſtly furniſhed, yet it was not Conſecrated. 
Which Excuſe it it be good, I'm pretty ſure, neither the Apottles 
nor Primitive Chriſtians have Cummuncate Regularly, for at leaſt 
the firſt Hundred Years or two after Chriſt : For, I believe it will 
be hard to hnd Places Conſecrated for Worſhip ſo early. 
lo the meu time, Sir, Remember what your Lask is. There 
are 9co Pariſhes in Scotland, as you your ſelf Page 5th, have Cal- 
culate them, the half of which Number is 450, you mult then 
Inſtance in 451 of them before you can vindicate your. Aſſertion 
THAUC MOST PARISHES IN SCOTLAND GIVE 
NOT THE COMM UNION.ONCE IN TWELVE 
. a C ' YEARS, 


- 
Add . 


1 — 


DES. 
YEARS, from being a Lye. 

III. A third Lye in your Pamphlet is to be found page 12th, 
in theſe Words | | 

© Belides we aſſert, that we (the Fpiſcopalians) have all the 
good the Papiſis have; but they (the Preſbyterians') have af 
the evil, wherewith a Party only of the Papifts are charged. 
By this Party of the Fapiſts, you mean the Zeſiits, as appears 

by your very next words, 42. * Mr. Robertſon has ſhown the Har- 
*mony betwixt the Jeſuits and Presbyterians in 14 Points. 

Sir, J hope you believe, I hat Idolatry is Evil, you know Dr. 
Stilling fleet has charg'd the Papiſis in Generall, and the Jeſuits a- 
mong the reſt, with this Evil, in his Books of the IDIOLA- 
TRY OF THE CHURCH OF ROME. And, I believe, has 
made the Charge good. It 1s then incumbent upon you, to prove 
the Presbyterians guilty of the ſame; and till this be done, I hope 
you will not take it ill, to mark what you have ſaid as a third Lye. 

As for Mr. Kobertſon's Performance, a Renegado's Judgement 


is to be valu'd equally with his Probity. I ſuppoſe his Harmony | 


is much like Dr. Sacveverals Parallel Lines, to which he com- 
pares Puritans and Paprits. The Dactor indeed found a way to 
make theſe Parallel Lines meet in the Center. A rare ret! 
for the World had always thought before, that Parallel Wines, 

tho' extended even to the Ulira-mumdane Spaces 'cou'd not poſſibl 
meet; but High-fiyersare wonderfull Mathematicians : And there 
is no doubt Papiſ/s and Puritans will meet when Parallel Lines do. 
In the mean time, Sir, I think I'm on a fair way to prove ſome- 
thing of a Harmony betwixt you and the 7eſuits, not indeed in 


point of Vit or Learning, but in the Art of Lying, wherein they 
are ſaid to be great Maſters. 


C 


IV. I proceed to a fourth of your Lyes, deliver'd in thee words 
page 12th, 

And who did promiſe more Moderation to the Papiſis than 
*Presbyterians, to the Chancellor of Scotland, ASSURING 
HIM IHAT THEY WOULP NOT PREACH AGAINST 
*POPERY, when Proteſiancy was at the Stake, 8 


n * . 
end. NE .. 


. 


— 


Sir, I affirm this to be a Lye, vindicate your ſelf the beſt way 
you ever can; for you have put your ſelf out of Reputation of be- 


ing believ'd on your bare word. Lis well known, that during 
the Toleration, Presbyterian Miniſters did Preach againſt Poetry, 


ea and ſuffered for Declaring the Papi/ls wicked Intentions from 
the Pulpit. Witneſs Dr. Hardie, whole Story is abundantly welk 
known. In the mean time, I ſuppoſe it will be hard for you to 
inſtance one Fpiſcopal Miniſter in the Kingdom that ſuffer'd on 
that Score. : | 
V. A fifth of your Lies runs in theſe words page tb, By this 


©tis evident, that they (the Presbyterians) preferr their own. 
word to the Word of God; for they have no Reading (of the 


*dScriptures ) at all, except it be fur a Text or a Sermon, which 
many times like the Gloſs of Orleans, deſtroys the Text, 
And again to the ſame purpoſe in the ſame Page, They them- 
*felves ( fay you) READ NONE AT ALL, except when 
they diſcourſe upon a Text, which they call Preaching. 

Sir, *Tis a very wiſe Rule, That 4 Lyer ſhould have a good 
Memory. You your ſelf had acknowledg'd in the preceeding page, 


That they Read for — * as well as for TEXT. And 


r 
go 
6 
= 


allthe Nation can Witneſs their doing ſo. Andevery Body knows, 
that the Acts of the Church appoint a LARGE FORTION of 
Scripture to be read for Lecture; And the ſame is generally done, and 
theſe that do it not are Cenſur'd for the Neglect, and ane Account is 
taken four times a Year, twice by the ſeverall Presbyteries, and twice 
by the ſeverall Synods, whether it, be done or not Think then. 
at your beſt leiſure how you can account for your above Words. 

I know indeed, your Party expoſe Ledluring as a Presbyterian 
Invention; Yea, even the Author of the Fundamental Charter of 
Presbytery breaks his Jefls upon it page 357. And yet tis certain 
that Lecluring was the moſt frequent Exerciſe in the Primitive 


Religious Aflemblies. So ſays Juſtin Martyr, than whom none 


cou'd better tell. The Reader having done, faith he, the Preſi- 
dent of the Aſſembly makes a Sermon by way of Inſtruction and 


Exhortation to the Imitation and Practice of theſe: excellent 
| | C 2. things. 
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* Objection 1 in the Dialogue, 
| by the Ritualiſis and Defenders of the Service, Rites, and Cere- 


8.9 ; 
things THAT THEY HAD HEARD. You will not poſſibly 
glve ear to Presbyterians, but liſten to Dr. Cave a Man of your 
own Side, and who had ſtudicd Antiquity to a vaſt height. *ly- 
* deed (faith he, PRIMITIVE CHRIS FLANITY Part 1. Cap.) 
«Sermons in thoſe times were nothing elſe but the Expoſitions of 
dome part of the Scriptures, hich had been read be fore, and Ex- 

© hortations to the People to obey the Doftrines contain'd in them, 


and commonly were upon the Leſſon which was laſt Read, be- 
*cauſe that being freſheſt in the People's Memory, was moſt proper 


to be treated of, as St. Arguſiin both avers the Cuſtom, aud gives 


the Reaſon. Thus he, but our Scots Liturgical Curats are be- 

yond all Natural Comprehention. 
VI. But I proceed to a fixth Lye in your Pamphlet, which runs 
in theſe words page 7th. I 
And here I muſt + a my Reader, that there is not a rriffing 
— h.s been anſwered an hunder times 


* monies of the Church, and that MORE THAN AN HUN- 
* DER YEARS AGO, particular by Ther id Hution Datclielor 
ein Divinity Printed in the Year 1606. 

Now, Sir, there is no Man that has Eyes in his Head, and liſts to 
give himſelf the trouble to compare the Dialogue & Hutcon's Book 
together, but can diſcover this to bea LIE. Ithall give an Inſtance, 

Say, Sir, has Hutton anſwer'd the laſt Objection in the Dialogue 
againſt the Rubrick for finding out Fer? He has ſurely — pl 
nimble Fellow if he has For the Rybrick it ſelf, againſt which the 
Objection is made, was not in the Service Eook threeſcore Years ago. 
But there are ſome that can anſwer a Tale before they hear it, 
whom <6lomon has dig nified with the Title of Fools : And if you 
are earneſt to have Mr. Hutton ranked in that Claſs, we dall not 
quarrel about it. 

Say, Sir, tho' Hutton has touch'd upon moſt of the GENERAL 
HEADS in the Dialogue, as every one muſt do, who undertakes 
to defend the  zrrgie, yet, has he anſwer'd the particular Rea- 


une on each Head Say YES to that if you can, and upon 


doing 


292 
aer » I stall ip rote & Soore” of Reaſons in the Dialogue, that 
neither he, nor indeed: you Have ſo much as Hinted at. | 

There is then no pole way to vindicate your ſelf from the 
guilt of Ly hing in this Matter, N80 Criticiſe upon your own wor 
and to ſay That Hutton has anſwer'd every TRIFFLING Ob- 

on, and has left the Matterial ones es d. And this 
iudeed will be a Vindication worthy your profound Wiſdom, 

In the inean time, I muſt mind my Reader that a very great part 
of your Pamphlet is borrow'd from Falkner's Libertas Eccleſiaſti- 
ca, which Book was anſwer'd thirty Years ago, by the Author of 
the Renſonable- Arrvmmt. &c. and others. 

I 3m unwilling to enlarge further on this Article of your Lyes, 
but ſeven being A perfect Number, [ crave leave to add one Inſtance 
vil. It is to be found in your fourth page in \theſe * 

But Pre cbytrrians leave no Method untried, no Stone unturn'd 
45 the ſpreading of the Book of Common Prayer 
For if Lyes and Caumnies, EONCEALING OF THE 
"TRUTH from their Follwers can do them any Service, they 
| will not ask a Queſtion for Conſcience fake. 

Tlus, Sir, is fo direct a Lye, that the Presbyterians have al- 
ways thought, that the beſt way, to prevent the ſpreading of the 
Book of Common Prayer, was Not to conceal the Truth from their 
Followers, but to let them know what is in that Book. I am to 
fay Nothing without proof. You know the Author of Altare Da- 
maſcenim Was 2 Prescyrerian. You know the Author of the Eug- 
lifh A 4. = monies was another. The Author of the two late 
Didto Fetter owns himfelf a third, tho” indeed he was ne- 
ter Typ very bigot one; However all the three were Scots- 
men, Now, Sir, name me one of the Epiſcopal Perſwafion in 
Scotland, that has written as much for ng People underſtand 


what is in the Book of Common Prayer as the leaſt of theſe three 
las done. The Conntry-man in the Diatogaes has asked moe 
Queſtions, than, tis thought, all the Ct. ur Scarkand will 5 
fer well theſe ſeven Years. And whether he asked them 

—— K Conſcience 
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5 10 
Conſcience fake, he reſolves to give an Account to his Confeſſor. 
But enough of your Lying Faculty. I have given ſeven In- 
ſtauces, and it was pollible to have given ſeven Score, but that tage 
markiug em wou'd not quit the Colt. : 


* ——ů — — — . po EIT — — 


4 
Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Impertinencies. 


Nam quid hoc ad Iphicli Boves 2 
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Y your IMPERTINENCIES I mean your DIGRESSIONS, 
which are nothing to the Purpoſe, and tend neither leſs nor 
more to the anſwering any thing in the Dialogue. I am not to 
reckon them all up: For that were to tranſcribe a great part of 
your Book, I ſhall only give a few by way of Sample. * 
| I. Among theſe. I reckon in the firſt place, your three Famous 
q Stories page 4th and 57h, Of the Poor ſimple Wife in the North, * | 
1 ofa Lady of Qualitie's Popiſh Servant, and of the Old Gentleman 
| of threeſcore and five. 


Say, Sir, is it poſſible there can be any thing more Flat and In- 
ſipid than theſe three Tales are? Say, is there either Wit, Argu- 
ment, or Authority in them? Was you ſo dull as to think they 
 cou'd convince Presbyterians? Or, was you ſo unmannerly as to 
* preſume the Epi/copalians Taſte of Wit run fo low as to be pleaſed 
» with them? | | | 

| How came you to ſlander the North, by alledging there was 
| any Wife in it ſo Poor and Simple as to be Guilty of ſuch a Tale? 
A Tale that Reflects upon the Epiſcopalian, as well as the Presby- 
terian Worſhip. A Tale, which in the very telling thewsthe uſe- 
leſsneſs of the Service Book; the Wife her ſelf finding a way both 


to 


* 


Lr 


to Pray, and give Thanks without Book. And yet with all, the- 
Tale deſign'd as a Commendation of the Service Book. Where 


were your Wits when you Printed it? However, Presbyterians 


don't envy you ſuch Converts, the falſe Apoſtles of old made ſuch 
* Creeping into Houſes, and leading Captive ſilly Women laden with 


ſims, led away with divers Luſts, 2 Tim. 3. ver. 6. 
” Your ſecond Story is of a tepiſh Servant, a notable Voucher for 


the Liturgie. You ſay, you had it from a Lady of Quality, who 


was his Miſtreſs. But are you ſure, the was not rallying you? 
or that ſhe did not tell it meerly to humour your Dullneſs? Yow'll 
2 affirm (no doubt) the was ſerious. If fo, I'm ſure her Qualit 
haas been greater than her Senſe, or elſe it was very ſmall. But I 
will not be hard upon her imaginary Ladyſhip, for 
Nullum memoralule Nomen 

Feminea in pena. eſt — irg. 

But then for the ſaying of the old Gentleman of Threeſcore and 
| five, who can believe that any ſuch thing cou d eſcape a Man who 


had paſt his grand Climacterick? You ſay, he was Pins. Iknow 


not what ſtrange Changes the Liturgze may make upon a Man, 


but if there be Truth in the old Saying, That he that is not Fair at 


tioenty, Strong at thirty, Wiſe at fourty, Rich at Fifty, Religious 


at Sixty, will never be any of them a his life” his Piety may be 


doubted of. Lou ſay likewite, he was a knowing Gentleman; but 
if it be true what he ſaid, That he had learn d mare. of the Know- 
ledge of the Scripture by the Liturgie in one half year than in all 


bis lifetime before; I'm ſure he has had his Knowledge by Inſpi- 
ration rather than by Application : For if he had Read over the 


Bible but once in thirty Years, he might have Learn'd more of it 
than by half a Yearsattendance on the Liturgie. But ſays the A- 
poſtle, There are ſome that are ever Learning, but never come to 
the Knowledge of the Truth. You ſay further very emphatically, 
that the Gentleman had been at the Colledge; and upon this I 
ſhall not quarrel with you: For 'tis plain he had PAST HIS 
COURSE. I diſmiſs his Worſhip therefore with the common 


Saying, Old Men are twice Children. 
| Q. D 2 II. For 
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* Il. För ybur ſccond IMFERTINENCE, Treckom up you ffec 
1 quent Panegyricks upon the Liturgie, and your own dar Jelvess 
It wSuld Nauſcar the Reader to repeat them, yet I cannot but 18 
tice one of them in the'5th page where you ſay, © That the ' Liturgie® 
eis a Method, by which the Fool cannot err. Which if true miy 
ſufficiently excuſe you, for being a Liturgiſt; for no Man” upon* | 
Earth'ſtands more in need of ſuch a Method than your ſelf 27. 
III. For your third IMPERTINENCE, I reckon your bhwe#jves* * 
againſt the Presbyterians. I wou'd have call'd them Satyrs, But? 
that they want two neceſſary Ingredients, viz. Truth and it to | 
make them ſo. I ſhou'd weary my ſelf in making a Collection of 
them, I referr it to the Reader to peruſe them in your Boo | 
3,4,5,6,10,11,12,14,15,16,17,27,28,33,38,41, and in a w 
where not? = begs; = 
Say now honeſtly, Sir, iſeither your Panegyricks or Invectives 
tend in the leaſt to Remove or fo much as to leſen the Strengtfi of 
any thing that 1s ſaid in the Dialogue. Did you think yuur N 
piſcotalians fo ſhallow, as to be (atisfied with a Harangue inſt 
a Reaſon : Or, the Presbyterians ſo well natur'd, as to take ill 
words for Anſwers. I ſhall give but one Inſtance to ſhew the Im. 
pertinence of theſe Invectives. OE”. | 
Among many fine Arguments you produce for juſtifying? the 
Sign of the Croſs in Baptiſm page 33, your laſt runs in thefe 
preciſe words, I conclude that the Jews and Hearhens never ſhew 
ea greater averſion to the Sign of the Croſs than our Scores Preeby- 
3 trerians do: Witneſs but that piece of Reformation in the Canons 
g gate of Edinburgh, whoſe Arms are a Hart's Head with the Crofs 
betwixt rhe Horns, caus'd pult dowrthe Crofs bur left the Horns, 
= ..- ich now are worn away. | g 
| I is is your whole Argument, as it ſtands in 4 Paragraph by it 
felf. Now let any body inferr from thence. Ergo The uling of 
hy Pig of the Croſs in Baptiſm is either Lawfaſf or Neceſſary, | 
„ A4tff ſhall allow Him to be as knowing as the Old Gentleman of 
bi  . fixty five, who Had been at the Colledge. Beſides, not only the 
Preslyterians in Scotland, but the Church of England her ſelf at 
= : the 


- 


. 


the Reformation, caus'd the M onuments of Idolatry, and Croſſes 
amorrg the reſt, tobe demoliſhed, People being Patpably gui 


Idolatry in creeping to them and, worſhiping by and before them. 


Euery Body that has read the Englyp Hiſtories knows this, but 


they are none of your Acquaintance, nor are you ſenſible of the 
Sin of Idolatry. or E 
| Iv. For your fourth Inpertinence, J reckon up your long Ha- 
 ? rangue-about-what is Popery, page 8,9, 10. upon Occaſion of the 
Countrey-man's telling in the Dialogue, that K. Edward the 6th, 
the Pope, and K. James the 6th, had inſinuate the Liturgie t being 


gd 3 Popiſh, thereupon you take the Alarm, and Cry, that be who calls 


the Book of Common Prayer Popery, ſhoud tell us what Popery is ; 
and then you- run out into a very fine Harangue on that Head, 
and a very long one too; but the unhappineſs is, that it is one con- 
tinu'd Impertinence without the Allay of one ſingle Sentence to the 
purpoſe : For, when the Dialogi# wrote that Pamphlet he did not 
mean by Popery any thing that's common to them with other Chri- 
ſtians; but by Popery he meant then, as he does now, © whateyer 
neither the Scripture dictates nor Reaſon can account for, and yet 
has been introdue'd into the Chriſtian Church by the Authority, 
Influence, or Example of the Roman Church, after ſhe was miſer- 
*2bly corrupted. If you find that the Dialogi/? hascalld any thing 
in the Service Bock Popery, which does not agree to that Deſcrip- 
tion, then blame him. But I find you always diſpute moſt wight- 
ly againſt an Adverſary of your own ſraming,” | 22 
But I ſhou'd run into your own Fault, if I ſhou d inſiſt longer 
on this Subject. | | . 
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Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER His Profeſſions 
of Kindneſs for Popery. 
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E Man that has any tolèrable Notion of Religion will own, 

that Popery deſerves not the Name of Religion, but that 
it's true Name is, A MYSTERIE OF INIQUITY ; and that 
a through Papi/? is of all the Creatures of Ged on this fide Hell 
the moſt aboninable; the Deſign of Popery being, not to improve, 
but to pervert and deſtroy Men's natural Notions of Religion. 


Now for a Proteſtant to 1 ſuch, and to give them the Pre- 


ference to their Proteſtant Brethren, I refer it to others to judge, 
what a high Crime it is. I ſhall only ſhew from your own Ex- 
Preſſions what you have done this way. ' 

I. In the firſt place, you relate with approbation the Tale o 


the Lady's Popiſh Servant page 4th, that he might ene Turk, Or 


Pagan, or any thing elſe in the Kirk of Scotland, and not be known, 
II. You avowedly preferr Popiſh Baptiſm to Presbyterian, in theſe 
words page 9. And to do the Papiits juſtice, they do Baptize into 
*Catholick and Chriſtian Communion with the Apoſtles Creed, 
not as you do, into a Party. 
III You derive the Miniſterial Succeſſion from Rome, and con- 


demn._the Churches that have departed from her in her Arbitrary 


Conſtitutions. © Thus page loth. We are not (ſay you) of the 


Mind of thoſe, who plead, that they are the more refined Chri- 


ſtians 


© 
5 . * 
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*ftians, the more they ſeparate from Rome; Men of ſuch Pritici- 
ples have juſtled out the Apoſtolick Succeſſion of Miniſters out of 
© the Churches, and have Erected a Miniſtry at their own hands, 
as alſo the uſe of the ancient Faſts and Feſtivals. And page 33d 
you expreſly ſay, *© That if the Church retain'd the Oil and Salt 
* and Spittle in Baptiſm, they had been NO ground for à Separa- 


tion. And if not theſe, pray, which of all their Fopperies cou'd 
be ſo: For, even our Scots Qs Mary ( as Spotſtvood relates) 


tho' otherways a moſt violent Papi/t, wou'd not allow the Cere- 
mony of the Spirtle in the Baptiſm of her Son. © PN 
IV. Again page 12th, you reproach the Presbyterian Zeal a- 
gainſt Popery, and tell thein, *Tis their Ignorance, wither real or 
wilfull, you will not determine, _— 
V. Again page 15th. is very obvious, = you, that Ignor- 
© ance is more the Mother of Rebellion and Schi 
*naticks, than ever it was of Devotion among the Papiſts. 
- Theſe, Sir, are ſome Swatches of your Kindneſs to Popery, 
which, 1 am as ſure, is of the Devil, as I am, that Chriſtianny is 
of GOD: For, if the Reaſonableneſs, Holineſs, Purity, and Be- 
nignity of the Chriſtian Religion be Evidence that it came from 
Heaven; then, the Abſurd, Impure, and Murdering Principles of 
Popery are as good Evidence, that it had it's Original from Hell. 
To endeavour to bring People into a Likeing of fuch a Religion, 
which has ſhed more Blood than runs at this day in the Veins of 
all the Men on the face of GOD's Earth is, an Act of more than 
Parricidal Villany. Think then what a Puniſhment is due for it. 
Non Serpent unus, non Culeus units, | | 
Many a Sermon your Party has, Preach'd, and Printed againſt 
Presbyterians ſince the Revolution, but J believe they are Blind 
and Deaf, that ever heard or ſaw ſo much as one ſingle Sermon 
againſt Popery, during the ſaid time. If you can direct me to any 
Stationer's Shop in Scotland, where any ſuch Sermon may be had, 
1 thall be content to give ten prices for it. But I proceed to 
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Article 41b. 


Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Ignorance, Non- 
* ſence, Blunders and Blaſphemy. 
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Am aware what a Harſh Chapter this muſt needs be to you; 
Men being generally more offended with being call'd F OOLS | 
than KNAVES, and reſenting more highly an Imputation upon 
their Underſtanding than upon their Morals. However there 
was no eviting it, and J hope Neceſſity will plead Excuſe. ' 
' You obſerve it as an Indecorm in the Dialogue, That it makes 
the Country-man Learn'd and the Curat Ignorant. But not to en- 
ter juſt now upon a Diſcourſe of DECORUMS or CHARAC- 
TERS, I beg leave only to ſuppoſe you to be a Cat, perhaps 
too an Eminent one, even Grand Maſter of Ceremonies, and prin- 
cipal Promoter of the Engliſh Liturgie in North-Britain. Allow me 
but this (and *tis the only Poſtulatum I ſhall ask) and if I don't 
make it appear, That thou art the moſt Ignorant, Nonſenfical, Blun- 
dering Thing ever wrote Pamphlet; Appear, I ſay, to the Con- 
viction of thy beſt Friends, then, Sir, I allow you to return all 
theſe Complemens upon my ſelf. There is I acknowledge, an 
Indecorma in the Dialogue, but it is in making the Curat ſpeak 
ſpeak fo exactly about the Service Book, and argue ſo well for it; 
which ought never to have been Suppoſed of any Scots Litrgical 
Curat,” who are known by all to be the Weaklings of the Neſt. 
The Curat in the Dialogue advances not one Argument, nor makes 


— 


. 


3 "8. 3©, | _ 
any ona Coneeffion, which Engliſh Curars of the firſt Character have 
not done before him. But your Defence is ſuch a Farce of Ab- 
ſurdities as is never to be Paralelbd, but I come to - make this out 
in Particulars. M och 
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Sec. Iſt. 1 
Containing 2 Swatch of the AN SWERER'S Ignorance and 

Blunders in his Vindication of the Book of Common- a . 
Prayer from the Imputation of Popery, from 

| Page 71h, to page 1516. We 

— — — | MI 1 —— 

I. IN the Firſt Place, as to what K. Euuard the 6th ſaid, That 

I rhe Service: Book was the ſame with the Maſs Book, ſaving 

4 fer things taken out that it had been a ſhame im have heard 

: Them in 'Enpliſh, you anſwer, © That theſe laſt words are a Defence 

of the Litingie, it being the Glory thereof (you fay ) that it 

had brought things to a Primitive Integrity, and par'd off the 
later Superfluities. 2 7 + hay 
Good Reader, 4tarid and be aftoniſh'd- at this Pamphleteer's Pro- 
digious Ignorance. When K. Edward wrote the aboye words, be- 
ſides the Exceptlonable Ceremonies that are ſtill in the Liturgie, 
the Phraſes in the Office of the Communion favour'd Jranſub- 
ſtantion, there were Prayers for the Dead, the Chriſm, the white 
- Garment, the Adjuration of the Devil were us d in Baptiſm, Ex- 
treme Unction was ſtill continu'd, and Chriſoms at the Churching 
of Women. In a word, it was K. Edieard's firſt Liturgie was 
meat. See then what a learn'd Author this muſt be, and how 
well vers'd in Hiſtory, who tells you, that, that Liturgie had 
» brought things to a Prinutiue Integrity: For, who will deny that 
Tranſubſtantiation and Prayers fror the Dead are inſtances of the 
Primitive Integrity 2 * You have a ſecond Anſwer, viz. That many 
Things are amended ſince A. _— the 6tls time, particularly as 
Fo 2 
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1350 Morning and Evening * but this it another Blunder For, 
many things have been wade re ſince K. Edward's time, but 
nothing amended, except what was done upon the Importunity of 
the Presbyrerians. * Particularly, as to Morning and Evening Pray- 
ers, they were indeed amended IN K. Edward's time, but no- 
thing /mce, except that ſome Paſſages of Scripture are put in the 
* new Tranſlation. And ſhew me, if you can, wherein Mornin 
. and Evening Prayers are amended, and I hereby undertake to ſhew 
3 you ſomething wherein they are made tre. But "tis no wonder 
you Blunder about K. Edreard's Liturgies, for tis plain you never 
ſaw them. | | | 
II. As for Pope Pius the 47s Offer to allow the Engliſh Liturgie, 
which the Country-man in the Dialogue ſays, was a preſumption, 
that it was not much unlile his own at home. Your Anſwer is, 
b that he might do that for his: own Ends, tho" he did not otherwiſe 
(/ allow the Thing; as. he allow'd the Sacrament in both kinds to the 
Bohemians. But this is ſuch another inſipid Anſwer as the form- 
er, and which argues your profound Ignorance of the Hiſtory of 
theſe times For, tho indeed the Pope generally does very little 
3 but for his own Ends, and looks twice to his Intereſt where he 
F looks once to his Conſcience; yet in this Cafe, his offer was only 
1 QUID pro QO. Q. Elizabeth had oblig d HIM, by throw- 
I ing out the Prayer in the Liturgie againtt the Tyranny,” of the 
Biſhop of Rome, and the Rubrick againſt Tranſubſtantiation, which 
the Church of Fngland Hiſtories themſelves acknowledge was in- 


i tended to avoid giving Diſguſt to the Papifts. And why then 
d thou'd not the Pope oblige HER again. When His Holineſs Wil- 
; fullneſs got the Start of His ir, ſo as to lay the Queen under an 
f Interdict, even His Miniſters in England, when intertain'd by 


Walſneham, 2dmir'd, that He ſhoul'd have been fo ill advis'd, as 


E + to interdicta Prince whoſe Service was ſo like his om; and there- 
= fore procur'd the Hull againſt Her to be recall'd. But I need not 
| inſiſt on particular Stories. Pray, deſire ſome Charitable Body to 


lend you the Miſſal and Ereviary, and Compare them with C. E. 
hzateib's Litingie; and then ſay, whether they be like or not. 


95 5 | 
III. As for K. James the 6:b's Saying, Tat the Engliſh Litur- 
gie was an ill Mumbled Maſs, your Anſwers will, I hope, be pret- 
ty good Intertainment to the Reader. | 7" 

Firſt, You ſay, Tit an U NW RITTEN Tradition. Are not 
you a pretty Spark to boaſt (as you do page 29th, 30th, 45, ) 
of what Feats you cou'd do from Antiquity, when you are fo 
Groſly Ignorant of the Hiſtory of our own Nation a Hunder and 
Ten Years back, or ſo? , I aſſure you, Sir, tis ſo far from being 
an umwritten ] radition, that it has been Printed to my certain 
Knowledge, halfa Dozen of times. The Publither of Caiderwood”s 
Hiſtory has it, Preface page 4th. Calderwood himſelf has it, be 
286. Petrie has it, Part 3d, page 482. The Author of the Hiſtory 
of the Kingdom of Scotland printed at London 1696 has it page 
152. Are you ſuch a poor ——— that you had not one kind 
Friend near you to inform you of any thing of this, I truly take 
pity on you, and therefore ſhall anſwer your other Queſtions a- 
bout this very diſcreetly. Firſt you ask, When he ſpake it? I 
anſwer, It was in the Month of Auguſt 1590. 24%, You ask, 
Upon what Occaſion? I anſwer, It was upon His Return from 
Denmark with His new Married Queen, upon His firſt Solemn 
Meeting with the Miniſters, by whoſe Influence the Country had 
been been kept 1n as profound Peace during His Abſence, 'as ever 
it was while He was preſent. 34h, You ask, Before what Mit- 
neſſes be ſpake it? I anſwer, It was before the Generall Aſſembly 
met at Edinburgh, where Mr. Patrick Galoway was Moderator. 
I hope now you are ſome wiſer than you was. 

Secondly, You fay, It is ane UNCERTAIN Tradition. But 
you have not yet told what makes it ſo. All Circumſtances of 

iſtory concurr to make it credible: For, about that time he 
ſhew'd more than uſuall Kindneſs to the Kirk. Yea in ume there- 
after (as Fuller a Church of England Hiſtorian informs us) He 
Interpos'd by His Letters with Q. Elizabeth, for Favour to ſuch 
as were Perſecuted for Non- conformity. 


Thirdly, You ſay, It is not INFALLIBLE, A rare Diſcovery ß 


truly, that K. James was not Infallible! You and I, Sir, are a- 
| F 2 greed 


greed for once. For 1 m5 12 10055 never thought Him ſo; tho 
yet, I believe He was as Infallible in that, as in met other things. 

Fourthly, You fay, He. ſaw better things afterward, as might 
appear by His defigning ane Unifornitty. "Anſwer, That he ſaw O- 
THER things afterwurds, I grant; but that he ſaw BETTER 
things, I am not yet convinc'd. There are People in the World, 
that think His'Zeal had been as happily implo 4 in preſerving the 
Proteſtant Religion abroad, as "indeavouring Uniſormity to Cere- 
monies at home. But, Mamim de Tabula; Fm witing to take 
Dr. Morely's Advice in his Epitaph on Him. 


1 Princes are Gods, 0 do not then, 
3 Rake in their Graves to raake rhem Men. 


As fir what you he from His Book, wherein' He reckons the 
Pre sbyterians as ill as Highland or Forder Thieves &c: ; I return 
you your own Anſwer, His Judgement -was not infallible. *Tis 
true he frequently fat heavy upon the Kirk and Her Miniſters. 
But, Sir, Chris Kirk on the Green, Compos'd by K. Janes the 
5th, ends with a pretty Stanza, with which I ſhall end this Head. 


2 - He timed and gave them baith their paicks, 
42 * CLaiſſe ” durſt ding nane other 
Hs Ort them that day, 


But I proceed to another of your Blunders. 
Iv. You have a common Cant among your Party, which, I ac- 
knowledge, is good enough to amuſe por ſimple Wives in the 


— North, and Gentlemen of Threeſcore and five, viz. That the Li- 
wg Trrgie was Composed by ſuch as were ' Marryres for the Proteſtant 
Fasel, * To this the Country-man in the Dialogue excepted, That 


pe the Litmgie is not fo good now as theſe Martyrs left it, and he 
5 gave Inflance, vis. That the Petition in the Litany againſt the 


= "Ty ranny of the Biſhop of Rome and all his deteſtable Enormitics 
put in by the Martyrs, is now left out, Becauſe your Anſwer _o 
LY 15 
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this is peculiar, aud ſuch as is not to be found in Mr. Hurton's 


Book, who yet (you ſay) has anſwer d all the zr:jizng Objections 
in the Dialogue, I ſhall {et it down without omitting one word of 
it. tis thus. | 1 

Ilt is anſwered, That this was but an occaſionall part of the 
Liam, and there was no more uſe for it, when they were de- 
ſivered from the Rorian Yoke, It is needleſs to pray GOD to 
© remove the Plague, ween the Plague is over. Docle. 

Now, for Reply, be it known to all Men, In the firſt place, 
That, that Petition was never put into the Litam, till they were 
delivered from the Roman Yoake ; and how then it cou'd be of no 
more uſe, when they were deliver'd from that Yoke, let any Body 
of common Senſe ſay. 24ly, That Petition was never caſt out of 
the Litany, till England was in a viſible danger of being again en- 
tangled (in the Infancy uf Q. Eligabeth's Reign) in that Yoke, 
and that ſhe thought the beſt way to paciſie the Beaſt, was to 
throw a Bone in his Teeth. Every Church of Eug/and Hiſtorian 
atteſts both theſe Particulars. But 3dly, which compleats the 
Blunder, tho? it be at leaſt 40/Years ſince the Plague was in Exg- 
land, and may it be 400 ere it return again, yet there is ſtill a 
Petition in the Litam, and has been theſe 160 Years, FROM 
PLAGUE AND PESTILENCE- Good Lord Deliver us. 
1 was then about, Sir, to call this a firſt-rate Blunder but that, I 
confeſs, a greater follows page 13h, in theſe preciſe words. 
23 V, But that which vindicates the Common-Prayer from being 
*POPISH, is THAT IT DOES NOT OWN THE POPE'S 
*SUPREMACY, nor is there ANY TINCTURE of the Tri- 
©Tridentin Creed in it, which, (as I ſaid) is properly POPERZ. 

A rare Anſwer ! and to which, like the Secular Games of old; 
no Mortal ever ſaw the like befone, nor will ever ſee the like again: 
it were truly a pity to ſpoil it. I ſhall only make two Remarks on 
it. In the fr/t place, In K. Henry the 8:b's time, People were 
Hanged for owning the Pope's Supremacy, and yet at the ſame 
time others were burnt for denying Tranſubſtantiation. Think 
then if the Liturgie s not * the Pope's Supremacy can vindi- 
bY | — cate 
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cate it from being Popiſh. adh, 100 ſay, There is NO TING 
"TURE of the 1ridentin Creed in the Liturgie. But if ſo, then 
I'm fure, it muſt be a very ill book : For the firſt Article in the 
Tridentin Creed is, I believe in one God the Father Almighty Ma- 
ker of Heaven and Earth, and of all Things I ifible and Inviſible. 
The ſecond Article is, And in one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the only be- 
gotten Son of God. &c. Now let the World judge, if you have 
not made a notable: Defence for the Liturgie. But it is no won- 
der you blunder, when you ſpeak of things you know not For 
tis plain you have never ſeen the Tridentm Creed. Yea even in 
theſe Articles of the Tridentin Creed which are ſuperadded to the 
Apoſtolick Doctrine, a part of the 157h is, I do alſo receive and 
admitt the received and approved Rites of the ſaid Catholick Church 
in her ſolemn "Adminiſtration of the Sacraments. Whereof I 
hope you know the Croſs in Baptiſm, Kneeling at the Communion, 
and the Ring in Marriage are three; is there NO Tincture of 
theſe in the Service Book ? | 

VI. As you have Blunder'd thus prodigiouſly in point of Argu- 
ment, ſo you have been no happier in your Reflections on the 
1 and their Authors. I ſhall give two or three In- 

ances. | 

Is it not Scandalous (ſay you page totb) to hear and ſee one 
of ycur Champion Brethren tell us in a Printed Pamphlet, That 
the Epiſtles and "Goſpels are out of the Maſs-book. As if the 
Compilers of the Maſs-beok had not taken them out of the Scriptures. 

But Sir, are you ſo far loſt to all ſenſe that you are not capable 
to diſcern betwixt the MATTER of the Goſpels and Epiſtles, 
and the USAGE of them in the Liturgie. No Presbyterian fince 
the Creation, ever objected againſt the firſt, but the Latter is, and 
hath been a juſt ground of Ex&Ftion ever ſince the Reformation. 
The Shredding and Parcelling the Scriptures in ſuch a manner, the 
adapting them to ſuch and ſuch ſuperſtitious Occaſions - the pre- 
ferring the Goſpels to the Epi/tles, as if they were not equally the 
Word of God, are all copied from the Maſs-book. I muſt tell you 
 ukewiſe, that this uſage of the Epiſtles and Goſpels was not _ | 

ac'd. 


1 W 

duc'd into the Chriſtian waa? al Pope Damaſus order d it to- 
ward the end of the fourth Century, as even Durandus a Papiſt 
owneth in his Rationale of the Divine Offices, lib. 5 cap. 2. You 
certainly fit beſide very ill Neighbours, that not one of them wou'd 
be ſo Charitable as to hint theſe things to you: For, that (aur) late 
exautorate Biſhop of Edinburgh faw your Pamphlet, and approv'd 
it ere it went to the Preſs, tho' common fame fay it, yet tis the 
laſt thing I thall beheve. * n 

2. With the ſame meaſure of good ſenſe, you charge the Author 
of the True Non conformiſt with Impudence for Objecting to the 
Engliſh Liturgie the many IMPER TINENCIES of the Goſpels 
| — Epiſtles therein ibid. 0-4 

Pray, Sir, do not you think it an Impertinency to Read the 4orb 
of Iſazah for the Epiſtle on S. John BaptiiPs Day : Or the 12th of 
the Afs for the Epiſile on S. Peter's Day, Sc. Does not every 
Body know theſe are not Epiſtles * And why then (in the 
Name of Common Senſe) are they read for ſuch? Again, is 
there not an Hnpertinencie in Shredding the Scripture, as is done 
in the Liturgie? For inſtance, in Reading for the. Epiſtle on S. 
James the Apoſtle's day the four laſt Verſes of the 11 of the Af, 
and two verſes and a half in the beginning of the 127 Cap. 

3. You are guilty page 11, of a palpable miſrepreſentation of 
the Caſuiſtical Eſſay on the Lord's Prayer, for which I leave you 
to be Chaſtis'd by the Author. But I cannot but take notice of the 
Improvement you make of it, which runs in theſe preciſe words. 
It is a Scandalous Reflexion upon the GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
© who never took him to Task. And being uncondemned, it muft 
be looked upon as the Tenet of the Part. its 

Now, Sir, you cou'd never have ſaid any thing more unluckily 
than this: For, if every Tenet, which has been Prench'd or Print- 
ed by thoſe of the Church of England, and which ſtands wncon- 
demn'd, is to be look'd on as a Tenet of the Church of England, 
then PII undertake for it, That ſince ever there was a Church 
upon Earth, there was never any fo corrupt, as the Chureh of 
gland is. I ſhall give but one Inſtance of five Hundred. that 


might be given. G 2 Lou 


rg . * 
Vou have poſſibly heard of an Old Gentleman at Rome call'q 
Paſquin. In the Moneth of ime 1710, he wrote a Letter to 
his Correſpondent in Fuglaud viz. Squire Bickerſiaff Tatler; where- 
of take the enſueing Paſſage. His Holineſs is gone to Caſile-Gan- 
* dolpho, much diſcompoſed at ſome late Accounts from the Miſſion- 
aries in your Iſland. For a Committe of Cardinals, which lately 
*{3te for the reviving the force of ſome obſolete Doctrines, and 
drawing up Amendments to certain points of Faith, have repre- 
©{ented te Church of Rome to be in great danger from a 'I rea- 
- *tiſe written by a Learned Engliſhman, which carries Spirituall 
Power much higher than we could have dared to have attempted 
even here. His Bock is called AN EPISTOLARY DIS- 
*COURSE, PROVING FROM THE SCRIPTURES AND 
THE FIRST FATHERS, THAT THE SOUL IS A 
*PRINCIPLE NATURALLY MORTAL - WHEREIN IS 
*PROVED, THAT NONE HAVE THE POWER OF 
*GIVING THIS DIVINE IMMORTALIZING SPIRIT 
*SINCE THE APOSTLES BUT THE BISHOPS. BY 
*HENR?7 DODWELL. A. M. The Aſſertion appeared to 
*our Literati fo ſhort and effectuall a Method of ſubjecting the 
Laiety, that tis feared Auricular Confeſſion and Abſolution will 
© not be capable of keeping the Clergy of Rome in any Degree of 
© Greatneſs, in competition with ſuch Teachers, whoſe Flocks ſhall 
receive this Opinion. What gives the greater jealouſie here, is, 
* that in the Catalogue of Treatiſes which have been lately burnt 
within the Britiſh Territories, there is no mention made of this 
© Learned Work : Which Circumſtance 1s a fort of Implication, 
©'1 hat the Tenet is not held erroncous, but that the Doctrine is re- 
*ceived amongſt you as Orthodox. Now, Sir, match me 
that Inſtance if you can. 
4. You attaque the Presbyterians, page 12th, for accepting the 
Toleration, in the time when there were great jealouſies of Popery, 
e being ſeitled by Law. But I find your Memory is as partial as 
Four judgement. Have you forgot, Sir, that theſe of your Par- 
ty inceſſantly Preached up the Mad Doctrines of TY 
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and Non-Refiſtance. And is not all Brittain ſenſible, that it was in 
the confidence of the Churches practiſing them, that K. James 
ventur'd upon Clauning the Diſpenſing Power upon which the 
| Foleration was founded. 2dly, Have you forgot what the Dean 

of Edinburgh ſaid in the Pulpit of St. Giles, viz. that ERE 
GENEVA HAVE IT, ROME SHALL. Now, when there 
was evidently a Plot laid down to introduce Popery, and your 
Party were content it ſhould obtain rather than Presbytry, who 
ſhall blame the Presbyterians, if they at once ſaw to themſelves, 
and ſecur'd the Prote/iant Intereſt - tis certain the Papi wou'd + 
have accepted the Toleration, tho* the Presbyterians had not; 
tis certain the Presbyterians accepting thereof hindred 
the Papiſis from making ſuch a Harveſt of Proſelytes, 
as otherwiſe they would have done: And if the Presbyterians 
ſhareing in the = Pires: prevented the Papiſts from making all 
their Advantage of that juncture, *tis a very good Argument of 
their Enmity to Popery, but none of their ſymbolizing with it. 
We read in ancient Story of a Houſe-keeper in Antmerb, who had 
a Dog of more than ordinary Diſcretion. He us'd dayly to go 
to the ſhambles with the Basket about his Neck, which the Butcher 
his Maſters Correſpondent loaded with Proviſions according to the 
NOTE INCLOSED. Many a day the Dog had brought home 
his Errand both ſafely and faithfully ; till one Morning a pack of 
unmannerly Currs, who it ſeems had come abroad without their 
. Breakfaſt, meeting him upon his Return home with his Proviſions, 

attacqu'd him both in Front and Rear. Jowler made a noble ſtand 
and defended his Basket with. all poſſible Bravery. But what cou'd 
he do? Ne Hercules contra duos they overpowr'd him with 
their Numbers, and in fine parted him and his” Basket, and fell 
to the Contents of it very eagerly. He look'd at them in the 
mean time with abundance of Reſentment, but he wanted Force? 
at length he fell a Reaſoning with himſelf. I have done ( faith 
he) all that Dog cou'd do. This Miſchance is none of my fault, 
the only way, to be reveng'd on the Hounds, is to take a part 
with them, that they way not enjoy the ſpoil alone. I his fad, 


with ut longer Deliberation; (for the Matter would admitt no 
| | Delay 


( a6) | PIO: 
Delay) he falls in with them, and, as Authors ſay, took his own 
large ſhare - and upon, his return home, his Maſter acquitted him; 
yea the whole Ton juſtified Jowler's : Conduct. I hope the Ap- 
plication is eaſie, if the Auditory be. Learn'd. | 
5 You likewiſe . James Ste teurt as a moſt :ervelliÞPerſe- 
cuter. of the Epiſcopal Clergy. So true is the old ſaying, Perit 
guad facis ingrato. But that is not the thing I am to notice. Yon 
twitt hun with his Letter to Penſionary Fagel, wherein he pleaded 
for a Toleration to Papiits, and the taking away the Penal Laws 
againſt em. James Stewart does not want an Advocat, nor do I 
think he wou'd employ me, if he did. In the mean tune I muſt 
tell you, he Learn'd that favour to Papiſis froma better Man than 
either you or he, and that was K. Charles the firit - to inſtru&k * 
which, take the following paſſage of a Letter of his to the Queen, 
of the date Oxford, March 5. 1645.-- * I have thought of one 
Means more to furniſh "Thee for My Aſſiſtance, than hitherto 
thou haſt had it is, That I give thee power to promiſe in my 
Name (to whom thou thinkeſt moſt. fit) that I wall take away 
„ALL THE PENAL LAWS»« againſt the Raman Catholicks in 
* England, as ſoon as GOD ſhall enable me to do it. L need 
© not tell thee what Secrecy this huſineſs requires c. And 
vet more emphatically to the ſime purpoſe in his Letter to the 
Marqueſs of Ormond. Decr. 15. 1645. from Oxfurd And to 
_ *ſhew that this is more than words, I do hereby promiſe: them, 
(and. command you to ſee it done) that the Pencl S atutes a- 
gainſt Raman Caihelicks {hall net be put ta Executi..n, the Peace 
being made, and they remaining in their due Obedience. And 
further, that when the Jri/b give me that Aſſiſtance which they 
© have promiſed, for the Suppreſſion of this Rebellion, and I ſhall 
be reſtored to my Right, then Iii conſent to the Repeal of them 
by a Lau. Thus far His Majeſty. Now whit was more 
naturallʒ than that one Stetwartiſhou'd learn from another, à Stib- 
jet from a Sovereign. I know you'll preſently ſay, it was not 
CHOICE in K. Charles, but the Circumſtances of His Affairs that 
extorted this Offer and Promiſe from Him But allow me ou | 
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ſay the ſame of Fames Stewars with reſpect to his Pleadings, and 
Pu confident we ſhall be Pares. The Circumſtances of one's A- 
fairs will make him do many things: it was that which tempted 
Jowler to intromett with his Maſter's-Proviſions, which otherwiſc+ 
he had no Mind to. | 
6 © To conelude all, (you ſay) That the Diſſenters ave wjuet-- 

* ous and Cahumnious to the Church of Fngland, in Charging her 
with any thing of Popery, Becauſe ſhe keeps an yearly Anniver- 
*fary on the 5th of November to expoſe the Papiſis, as well as ſhe 
© keeps the oth of Fannary to expoie the Presbyterians. To ſpeak 
to the l iſt of theſe firſt I affirm it to be a Monſtrous Lye, that 
the Church of England keeps the 3oth of January to expoſe the 
Presbyterians. | defire the Reader to peruſe the Office for the day, 
and. then fay, if there be therein the leaſt Intimation of any ſuch 
Deſign, or if Presbyterians be ſo much as mentioned therein. And 
I challenge you to produce any Declaration of the Church of 
England to that Purpoſe. Presbyterians are not indeed for keep- 
12g Anniverſaries; but, to this day, I never met with a Pres- _ 
byterign, that did not acknowledge, that the Death of K. Charles 
was Murder, and that a moſt Barbarous Murther. And that 
Cromwell and his Sectarians who perpetrated it were as very Villans 
as ever trode Earth, in profecuting the King for Opre//ing the Na- 
tion, when themſelves Enſlav'd it, in quarrelling with Him for 
infringing the Privileges of Parliament, when themſelves took a- 
way the very Being of it. It is ſaid in the Office for the Day, 
that his own familiar Friends, yea they that ate of His Bread laid 
great wait for Him: It was a LAUD in the Church, and a 
SIERAFFORD in the State with their Complices, that firſt open'd 
the Bueach between Him and His People, as even the Church of 
Hiſtorians witneſs: And it was » Company of Fooliſb 
and Fautaſtict People about Him that kept it open. Hear Him- 
ſelf in His Letter to his Queen, of the date April 9.1645. If 
© Thou knew whit a Life lead (I ſpeak not in reſped of the 
* commun Diſtractions ) even in point of Converſation, which in 
my mind is the chief joy or __ of one's Life, 1 dare 195 
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Thou would pity Me: For ſome are too wiſe, others too foolifh, 
ſome too buſie, others too reſerved, MANY FANTASITICK-— 
And the Author of the Carſes of the Decay of Chriitian Piety, Cap. 
8. his given a pretty Graphical Deſcription of ſuch as would needs 
be term'd Loyalizts in theſe times. I love not (ſays he) to paſs 
Cenſures on Men's Thouglits, yet I doubt {ome would be too 
Conſcious to confute me, if 1 ſhould ſay there wanted not thoſe, 
* who owed their Zeal to their Spleen, and did not fo much love 
thoſe they fought for, as hated thoſe they fought again//. Yea 
he makes it a Probleme, Whether it was not as much the Sectari- 
ans yretence of Holineſs as their real Crimes, that gave the Cava- 
liers an averſion to them. Yea, he acknowledges, I hat Curſing, 
Swearing, and Blaſpheming, was the Cavaliers diſtinctive Character, 
ſo that they were become Proverbial for it; you nay read the reſt 
at your Leiſure. I fhou'd think, Sir, the goth of January were 
kept to expoſe ſuch, rather than Presbyrerians. 
As to the firſt, That the Church of England keeps the 5th of 
November to expoſe the Papiſts; tis very true For ſhe expreſly 
* names them in the Office of the Day; but it is as true, that the 
q Miniſters of the Church of Fngland pervert the Deſign of the 
* Ojfice, by falling foul of the Presbyterians in their Sermons on that 
4 Day, and forgetting the Papi/ts, the proper Subject of it - witneſs 
„ Sache verel's famous 5th of November Sermon 170. which ſtands 
4 as the laſting Diſgrace of High Church, the Author himſelf, Mon- 
firum nulla virtute redemptum, being below it. But Presbyterians 
may digeſt this the more eaſily, when the Biſhops and Fathers of 
that Church were equally expos'd.by him; yea indeed, every 
 Proteſiant, that is not out of his wits, as the Preacher himſelf was. 
7 You inform us from Naiſon in his Foxes and Firebrand, 
That one Faithjull Cummin u Monk, and Thomas Heath a Feſuit, 
were the firſt that brought Extempore Prayers in faſhion, Page 
11. I cannot tell how oft the Writers of your Party have ſerv'd 
in this Story. Even Dr. Soth hath it in one of his frantick Ser- 
mons againſt Exrempore Prayer but they are yet to be born that 


ever heard the proof of it and the Milluck is, That the whole 
| . Hiſtory 
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Hiſtory of England gives it the Lie. How cou'd Cummin and 
Heath in Q. Elizabeth's time be the fiſt who brought Extenpore 
prayers in faſhion, when every Church of England Hiſtorian 
aſſures us, that the Puritans and ſuch as were diſſaffected to the 
Liturgie, were a POTENT Party in the end of K. Edward the 

ſixth's Reign. Say to that, Sir, E eris mibi magnum Apollo. 

8. You tell us, It is Presbyterians Cant to talk ot Heart-prayers, 
* or to ſpeak againſt Book- prayer. But that this is far from the 
* judgement of Hippolitus Bilhop of Porta, a Martyr for the Chri- 
*ſtian Religion in the Year 220, in the Age of Miracles, when he 
ſaid, That laying aſide the reading of Scripture and ſet Forms was 
* a ſure and certain Sign of the coming of Antichriſt. ibid. 

Now were there no more in all h) Pamphlet, to ſhew what a 
pitifull Seribler thou art, how utterly void of judgement, this were 
more than enough to demonſtrate it. Is thy judgment quite fo 
debauch'd, as to believe that Book afcrib'd to Hippolitus to be ge- 
nuine? Art thou quite ſo ignorant as not to know that the Church 
of England Writers in one voice, I believe, reje& it as Spurious, 
and repreſent the Author, 1. As a Fantaſtical Fellow (Hut in 
Matth. 24. v. 15.) and full of Fables. 2. As an Ignorant Fellow, 
who begins his Book with Enim, and teaches, that the Devil him- 
ſelf is the Antichriſt, (Coci Cenſura page 65.) for which purpoſe 
the Pepiſis cite him, for ſaving the Pope from that Imputation. 3. 
As a Fooliſh Author, whom no Man regards or Reads, or almoſt 
knows. ( Whitaker againſt Cambian page 128.) In a word, good 
Reader, the very words this Anſwerer inſiſts on are theſe, from 
which the Papifts attempt to prove the Protęſiants Hereticks and 
Forerunners of Antichriſt, becauſe they reject the Maſs; For ſo 
they run, tranſlated from the Original; In thoſe days the Litur- 
gie or Maſs ſhall be extinguithed, the P/almadie ſhall ceaſe, the 
© Reciting of the Scriptures ſhall not be heard. Vids Frlk againſt 
the Khemiſis Ubi ſupra. And now think what a ine Champion 
the Engliſh Linurgie has got. 
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Sect. 2d, 


Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Ignorance and 
Blunders in his Vindication of the Lirureie's omitting 
the Reading of the Canonical Scriptures, to make 
way for Reading the Apocrypha &c. from 

Page 15. to page 22. | 
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Referr it to the Reader to peruſe the Dialogue it ſelf on this 
Head, and to compare the Anſwer with it; that he may ſee 
how carefully you have ſhifted to medle with the Reaſoning 1n the 
Dialogue. Your firſt Defence is, © That it is Impudence in the 
© Prezbyterians to object to the Church of England the omitting the 
Reading of ſome Chapters, when Themſelves Read none at all; 
which I have before ſhew'd to be an unpudent Lie. I ſhall only 
take notice of the reſt of your Blunders and Blaſphemies occurring 
in 45 7 other Defences. | | 


Your ſecond Defence then begins with an undenyable Blun- 


der, in theſe words. Let it be conſidered, that the Church of 


* England in it's 6th Feeleſraſtical Canon declares, That it is not to 
prove any point of Faith, that the Apocrypha Books are Read, but 


as very inſtructive for Morals i 


Now, pray Sir, where are theſe Eccleſiaſtical Canons to be found? 


Do you mean the Canons made 1640 There the 6:b is againtt 
 eettaries, and not a word of Apocrypha in it. Do you mean the 


Canons made 1603? There the 6th is againit the Impugners of 
The Rites and Ceremonies, and as little mention of the Apocrypha 
there, as in the other; what then? Plainly it was a Blunder - 
You ſhou'd have ſaid, In the frxth Article of Religion. But ſuch is 
your Ignorance that you cannot diſtinguſh betwixt the Eccleſiaſtical 
Canons and Articles of Religion. You borrow'd the Argument at 


ſecond. 
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frcond hand from Falkner, but underſtood not what he meant. 
II. In the ſame Argument you tell us, that People are more 


*edified by the 1 Books, than by the Chronicles and omit- 
ted places: which, Sir, I think is next border to Blaſphemy, if 
preferring a Humane Compoſure to Divine Inſpiration be ſo. Be- 
ſides, tis obviouſly falſe: For the 17. Cap. 2 Chron, inſtanced in 


the Dialogue is alone more edifying than the half of the Apocrypha.. 


III. You inſtance a Paſſage in the Apocrypha Ecclus. 7. 36. W hat- 
ſoever thou takeſt in hand, remember thine end, and thou. ſhalt ne- 
ver do amiſs. This you ſet up to rival the omuted places of the 
Canonical Scripture, as more edifying than they are. But, Sir, 


did you ever read the Alcoran? No doubt, a Man of your pro- 


found Learning has: why then, in the Chapter of the Core, PN 
undertake there are a Score of as good Verſes, as that you cite from 
the Apoerypha, particularly this: Fear God, and know that you 


ſhall all one day appear before his Divine Majefty to be judged. 


But will any Body conclude hence, That the Alcoran may or ought 
to be Read in Chriſtian Churches? If every thing that's practical 


and Edifyingthay ſhuffle out the Reading of the Scripture, why 


is not Seneca read in the Churches? Why are not Tuly's Offices 
Read there? Why is not the 10th Satyre of Juvenal, and many 
other places of that Poet Read? Why not ſeveral portions of 
Horace? Why not Plato, Jamblichus, Epictetus Morals, & e 
Not one of all theſe, but is more inſtructive than the Apocrypha, 
frequently more ſound Divinity, and always more Elegant. 

IV. Your third Argument borrow'd from Falkner, (who by the 
way miſquotes both his Authors) is, That the Ancient Jervs.did 
not Read the Hagiographa in their N But I wou'd 

ladly ask, What follows? Are Chriſtians to imitate all the 
Jereiſb Fooleries? Why, you ſay, Our Saviour did not therefore 
deſert the Communion of the Church. True: Nor did he deſert 
their Communion for the Ungodly Doctrine of the Corban, Nor 
for their preferring their own Traditions to the Commandments 
of GOD: He was ſhortly to diſſolve their Eccleſiaſtical Polity, it 


was therefore needleſs to ſeparate from them on a Particular Head, 
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if you wou'd have {aid any thing to the purpoſe, you ſhov'd has 
ſaid, That Chriſt approv'd of that Omiſſion; but then I confeſs 
it wou'd have been pretty hard to prove it. Before I leave this, I 
muft ask, why you give Taikner the Title of Doctor? He calls 
himſelf ſimply Preacher. But all your Writers muſt be Doctors, 
ſo called 2 docendo, quemadmodum Montes a movendo. | 
V. Your fourth Argument is taken from the Practice of the 
Primitive Church, which Read other Writings befides the inſpir- 
ed; and from the Appointment of the third Council of Carthage in 
* Auguſtine*'stime, which ordered the publick Reading of the 4- 
* pbcrypha. | 

But, Sir, you ſhou'd have prov'd, that they omitted the Cano- 
nical Scripture to make way for the Reading theſe, elſe your Ar- 
gument is ſtark naught ; but you'll do that the next time. 2dly, 
The Primitive Church had a Practice of Cramming the Eucbariſt 
down Infants throats upon a miſtaken Interpretation of John 6. v. 
53. Except ye Eat the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and Drink his 
Blood, ye have no Life in you. This was the Practice in Cyprian's 
time, and how long before, I know not. Are we therefore either 
to admire their judgement, or follow their Example? 3dly, Au- 
guſtine complain'd in his time (as you ſee him cited in the Preamble 
to the Sexvice Book concerning Ceremonies, ) that the Church was 
then as much burdened with Ceremonies, as under the Law of 
Moſes. And is then the Practice of the Church in his time to be 
a Pattern to us? c | | 

Vl. In the next place you obſerve, © That Preshbyterians do al- 
low the Authority of the Apocrypha when they think it makes for 
Rebellion: thus does the Author of the Ju Non-conformict, cit- 
ing the Example of the Maccabees for the People's maintaining 
Religion by Arms. 

Now, Sir, know for your Mortification, that the Author of 
the 1rve Non-conformiſt's Adverſary, Gilbert Burnet by name, has 
own'd that Argument to be good; has adopted it for his own; has 
urg'd it in defence of the preſent Government, both in his Diſ- 
courſe to his Clergy of Sarum 1694, and lately in his Speech be- 


fore 


— 
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fore the Houſe of Lords on Sacheterell's Buſineſs. The Author 


of the True Non-conformiſt cited it only as an Argument ad Homi- 
nem; but the Biſhop, as a Book approv'd by the Church. So that 
whatever Rebellion is in the Argument, Engliſh Biſhops are as 
guilty of it as Whigs. | 
VII. As to the Book of Tobit, you ſay, the Wit of Man cannot 
prove it to be fabulous, To which J auſwer, That the Wit of 
Man cannot prove it to be true. And if a. tying Angel, and a 
Wich- like Charm, and the trifling Story of Tob;e's Dog, be pre- 
ſumptions of a Fable, that Book has all theſe Characters. 
VIII. As for the Story of Fel and the Dragon, you anſwer from 
Falkner, That the ancient Chriſtians efteewd it a true Narration. 
To which take a Reply from a freſh Church of England Writer 
( Eiſjet's Modern Fanatick, page 50.) that *tis juſt as true as the 
ary of St. George and the Dragon, and that the Church of Eng- 
lind's putting it into the Calendar is a Defence for the Papi/ts put- 
ting it into the Canon. 24ly, You anſwer, Fhat allow it to be a 
Parable, yet it has a good Moral. But if every Paralle that has a 
good Moral may be brought into the Chriſtian Worſhip, then 
Why nut Aſoy's Fables? Sir Roger L'eftrange has made a very 
good I ran{lation of them, and improv'd their Morals by excellent 
Reflections; and moſt part” of em, Pm ſure, both more pleaſant 

and inſtructive than is that of Fel and of the Dragon. 
IX. The Dialogue found fault with that Paſſage, Fcclus. Ia. v. 5. 
Give not to the Ungodly, hold back thy Bread, and give it not unto 
bim. To this you anſwer, tig a lame and clipped Citation, with- 

out adding one word more. 3 3 

But, Sir, do the preceeding words, Do well unto him that is 
lowly, alleviate the Matter? No, in no wiſe. Do the following 
words, Left he over-maſier thee thereby, &c, alleviate the Matter? 
No? On the Contrary, they make it worſe, by enforceing a wick- 
ed Precept with a Political Reaſon. I affirm then that, that Apo- 
cryphal Precept is directly contrary to that of our Saviour Match, 
J. v. 43, 44. And both Precept and Reaſon annex'd are contrary to 
that of tae Apoſtle Rom. 12. ver. 20. If thine Enemy hunger * 
| 3 im 
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him &c. For, the ASS... of Fire on bis Head, iinports, 
That our doing goud Offices to him will melt him and make him 
relent; by a Metaphor borrow'd from Founders or Mettaliſts. 
This is indeed to overcome evil with good, whereas the withhold- 
ing Bread from the Ungodly, % be overmaſier us thereby, is plain- 
ly the being overcome of evil, contrary to the Apoſtle's Precept. 

X. As for theſe words, Eccluf. 38. v. 15. He that /mneth againſt 
his Maker, let him fall into the hands of the Phyſician; if they are 
not diſobliging to the Doctors, I ſhall not inſiſt further on them, 
only I muſt {ay for my own part, if they were Canonical as they 
are but Apocryphall, they wou'd give me a very ill. Character of 
the Doffors: For I can never think any thing good which GOD 
threatens Men with and if, as you ſay, rig not the Phyſician, but 
Patient that's ill; pray, tſhew me, how the falling into bis kands 
cou'd be a judgement. 

XI. The Country-man in the Dialogue had ſaid, that it was 
ſtrange the Service: Foot thou'd omitt the. Reading of the Book of 
the Revelation, when tis expreſly ſaid, Bleſſed is be that Readeth 
&c.. Your Anſwer to it is down right blaſphemy, viz. *IF 'T HIS 
BE IRUE, by the Rule of Contraries then he is curſed that 
doth not read 1t.--------How, Sir, dare you queſtion IEK THAT 
BE TRUE which the Spirit of GOD hath endited? If this be 
not Blaſ-beriy, pray what is ſo? the reſt of your Anſwer is Non- 
ſenſe: For it does not follow, That he is curs'd that doth not 
read it, but only, That he is leſs bleſs'd than he that does, as even 
Harter, whom you cite, tells you but you want Senſe to know, 

that Happineſs does not ſtand in puncto. | | 

XII. In the Fſalms in the Service Bock, the laſt Clauſe of the 
28. v. of the 105. Pſal. runs thus, And they were not obedient to 
bis word. But in the Bible it runs thus, And they rebelled not 
againft his cord. I his was objected in the Dialogue, and you 
anſwer, That the old Tranſlation is preferable to the new But 
then I would ask you a civil Queſtion, Why was a new one made ? 
For the new Tranſlation is as much the Church of England's as 
the old, but to this you have ſaid nothing, and very good reaſon, 
1 | becauſe 
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becauſe nothing cou'd be ſaid. But whether the old or new Tran- 


ſlation be the better, is nut the grand Queſtion, but 2aly, I ask as 
in the Dialogue, How comes the Church of England to have the 


Pſalms in the Bible and the Pſalms inthe Service Book contradicting 


: . 0 U . 
one another, wliich they certainly do point blank, as they are now 
Tranſlated and Pointed? But to this you have ſaid as little as the 


Curate in the Dialogue, and that was juſt nothing. Say now, 
Good Reader, if this &pologiſt for the Liturgie be not a worthy one. 
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Seck. 3: 


Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Blunders and 
Blaſphemies, in his Vindication of the Liturgie from 
VAIN Repetitions. from page 22. to page 24. 


* — — 


-- 


Ai recnt — — — — 


I: AMW HE Dialagiſt had de fin d VAIN REPETITIONS to be, 
When People extend their Prayers by repeating over a- 
gain the ſame thing, as if they thought they ſhou'd be heard for 
their much ſpeaking; and gave Inſtance in the Popiſh Repetitions, 
crying Jeſu, Jeſu, 7eſit, have pity on us, forty or fifty it may be a 
hunder times over - And inthe Priefts of aal crying from Morn- 
ing till Noon, O- Paal hear us &c. | | 
To this you anſwer very curtly, That the Definition is imper- 
ect, and the Example impertinent, But the firſt part of your 
Anſwer is Blaſphemy - the Definition is perfect? For it is our 
Saviour's, Matth. 6. v. 7. But when ye fare; uſe not vain Repetitionc, 
as the Heathen do; for they think they ſhall be heard for their 
much ſpeaking ; from the Original it is, do nat Battologize, and if 
you conſult any Country Schoolmaſter, he will readily tell you 
the Story of Butts, and make you underſtand the Import of the 
Word. Jo the ſame purpoſe is the Apocryphal Direction Escluf. 7. 
v. 14. Make not much babling when thou Prayeſt. . From the Greek 
l „ 'S © it 
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it is, Do not uſe Iterations or Repetitions, But you ſay, the true 
Nature of vain Repetitions is, Much ſpeaking and crying with 
an Opinion, that they awakenor weary their GOD with repeat- 
ed Addreſſes, which unplics a falſe Conception of the Deity which 
the Heathens were guilty of. But pray, where did you learn, 
that the Heathens had any ſuch Opinion? You appear to be juſt 
as well acquaint with the Gentile as the Chriſtian Theology Elyah 
indeed jeſted the Prieſts of Baal to that purpoſe, and perhaps in 
their rage they believ'd him; but generaly even the commoneſt . 
Sort of the Hearvens had another opinion of their Gods : witneſs 
Chreries in Terence ( Heautont. Act. 5. Scen. I.) Obe, jam deſine 
Deos, uxor, Gratulando obtundere, tuam eſſe inventam Gnatam, 
niſs illos ex tuñ Ingenio judicas, ut nibil credas intelligere, niſi idem 
ditium fit centies. Pray, wife, don't dunn the Gods with your 
thanking em for the finding your Davghter, unleſs you take em to 
be like your ſelf, that they don't underſtand a thing, unleſs it be 
told em a hunder times over. | 

2dly, You ſay, the Example is impertinent. But which of them 

ray ? Is it that of the Papiſts? Are not they guilty of vain 
Repetitions? Not indeed by your Definition: For they have not 
an opinion that they awaken or weary God. But I think you are 
the firſt Proteſtant that ever denyed that before, and I fancy will 
be the laſt. Or is it the Example of . Baal's Prieſts that's imperti- 
nent? If it be ſo, the Dialogi/t had it from Dr. Hammond a firſt- 
rate Church of England Divine, and that too in his I indication of 
the Liturgie, cited on the Margine of the Dialogue, but you had 
not Eyes to ſee that, or more Wit than to obſerve it. Say, if you 
can, was there ever any before your ſelf that ſud, the 1. of 
Haal's Prieſts were ane impertinent Example of vain Repetitions. 

II. You ſay further, Our Saviour condemns not all manner of 
Repititious, And who ever ſaid he did? You add, that be FimſelF 
Prayed in bis Agony the ſame words thrice over, Matth. 26. v. 44. 
which Argument the Dialogiſt fargot to pur in his Curats Mouth. 

Then, Sir, it is well minded now; and I affirm it to be falſe, - 


That Chriſt in his Agony Pray'd the ſame Words thrice 7 


27 0. 3 
The firſt — 1 — LS 39. the Words are * 
Om Father, if it be poſſible, let this Cup paſs from me; never» 
aheleſs, not as J Vil — as Thou wilt. * Wn art 
Verſe 42. He went away the ſecond tirie and Prayed ſaying; O 
mm Father, if this Cup may not Paſs from me, except J drink it, 
Thy will be done. | 
Verſe 44. He Prayed the third time ſaying the ſame words, 
Mark 14. ver. 36. He ſaid, Abba Father, all things are paſſible 
unto Thee, take ateuy this Cup" from ne; Nevertheleſs, not cht 
will, bit what Thou will. 2 A 
Verſe 39. He Prayed and ſpake the ſame words. 
Luke 22. ver. 42. Father, if Thou be willing, remove this Cup 
from me; Nevertheleſs, not my will but thine be done. | 
Now, tis certain our Saviour at this time Pray'd but thrice : 
Lnke mentions but one Prayer, Mark two, Matthew three: here 
are four Forms; how is it poſſible then, that he ſhou'd uſe the 
ſame Syllabical words twice, and yet uſe all the Forms as they lye 
before us, what is to be ſaid then? plainly, the Tranſlation is 
wrong For if it be Tranſlated Literally, it ſhou'd be, Saying the. 
ſarie WORD : For the Original is in the ſingular Number and 
ſo it ſignifies MATTER and not WORDS : So we find it Tran- 
ſlated Mark 1.45, where the Leper is ſaid to blaze abroad the Mar- 
ter, Literally it is to blaze abroad the word. I hope then that 
Argument is at an end. To all this add; if you pleafe, That they 
were three different Prayers, and not Repetitions in the ſame con- 
tinu'd Prayer, and therefore the Argument ſignifies Nothing to 
your purpoſe. Add further, That the Manner of a Perfon'spray- 
ing in an Agony, can hardly be made a Standard for the daily 
Prayers of a Promiſcuous Multitude. | r 
It. As for the Petition in the Litany That Gad may preſerve all 
that travel by Land or Water; You anſwer tirſt, That the word ALL 
may be taken in a limited Senſe. But why wou'd not the Biſhops | 
declare this, when the Presbyterians in the Conference at the Savoy 
deſired it for the clearing them. This was notzc'd in the Dialogue, 
but you very wiſely have ed it. 2dly, You ask, Why may 


not 


* 
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not Puccaneers and Pirats be prayed for in that ſeuſe we mean in 
the Litany, that it may pleaſe God to have Mercy on all Men? but 


this is either the groſſeſt Ignorance, or the moſt mpudent jugling 


was ever heard of For the Petition is, Not that God would have 
mercy upon, but that he would Preſerve them. This is what we 


except againſt, and I think there is nothing plainer, than that tis 


an unlawfull Prayer. 771 
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Set. 4th. ho 


Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Blunders in his 
Vindication of the Doctrine of the Engliſh Liturgie, 
hat all Baptized Perſons are Spiritually Regenerate, 
and that in and by the very Act of Baptiſm, 
from Page 24. to Page 28. 
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I. I the firſt place, You look upon it as a jeſt, that the Dialo- 

giſt has made his Curate ſo Ignorant, as to ſay, that he never 
adveried that this was the Doctrine of the Service. Rooł. 5 
But, Sir, if Curate, Curats too of the firſt Character, may be 
found thus Ignorant, then | hope the jeſt is quite ſpoil'd. Liſten 
then and hear Dr. Bray in his Lectures upon the Figliſb Catechifm 
Printed Anno 1703, and Dedicated to the Biſhop of Coventry and 
Titehſie ld, Let. 7. But then all who are the Children of GOD 


either in the ſence of the Scripture, or of your Catechiſm, are 


not actually thus Regenerate. And as to the meaning of a 


Child of GOD here in your Catechiſm, tis alſo plain, That it 


is not only ſuch as are renewed in the Spirit of their Minds, and 
do imitate GOD, that are there to be underſtood. -Many 
Catechumens are not actually as yet renewed and really converted, 
and by their own fault many never will be.— Now ſay, Sir, 
whether be the greater jeſt, a Perſonated Curate in the right 


Or 
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or a real Curatin the wrong, Upon Demand ThalFproduce at leaf 
half a Score of Prime Engliſh Drvines' that are not only Ignorart, 
that this is the Doctrine of che Service Bool ( and in this they ate 
certainly wrong) but expreſly aſſert that that Doctrine is falſe, 
and in this they are certainly right. For eee ee. 

II. In the ſecond place, the Dialogiff produc'd the Inſtance of 
Simon Magus to prove againſt the Service Book that all that are Bap- 
tiz'd are not Spiritually Regenerate. But this you have ſneakingly 
diſſembled, and not ſaid one word to it. Yet further | 

III. The Diatogift objected common Obfervatior and Experience, 
That many Baptiz'd Perſons plainly ſhew themſelves the Chil- 
dren of the Devil. But neither to this do you anſwer one word, 
Yet further = 

NV. The Dialogiſt accounted for the Expreſſions of Scripture and 
Clauſes in the Prote/ant Confeſſions, that are uſually urg'd in de- 
fence of the Doctrine of the Service Pook, and ſhew'd the reaſon of 
them, and that they no way favour the ſame. But this Account 
you have left untouch'd, and ſimply repeated the Subſtance of the: 
Curat's Arguments in the Dialogue, witliout ſo much as attempting 
to take oft the Gountry-man's Reply, nor indeed urging the Argu- 
ments with the ſame force that the Curat in the Dialogue does. 
Pray, Sir, why did you call your Pamphlet An Anſwer, | 

V. You fall to vindicate the Aſſertion in the Liturgie, That al 
Baptized Children dying before they commit Aciual Sin, are umdauub te 
edly ſaved. But, Sir, did the Dialagiſt quarrel the Truth of it? 
No, he mention'd it only as an Evidence that it is the Doctrine of 
the Service Book, That Spiritual Regeneration always attends Hap- 
tiſiu, ſeeing none can be ſaved but ſuch as are Regenerate. and alk 

that are Baptized are Regenerate, if we believe the Litingie. 
Ioulll poſſibly ask me then, Whether I believe that Aſſertion, 
That all. Baptis' d Children dying befove they commit actuall Sin are 
undoubtedly ſav d? I anſwer, If they be all Elect, undoubtedly.they 
are; and whether they be ſo or not, is more than I can determine. 
This I know and believe, that GOD will ſhew as much Mercy, 

515 conſiſtent with Infinite Wiſdome. In the mean time, tho'- L 

44 AE a | acknowledge 
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acknowledge tis a Hainous fin, in Parents to negle& Baptiſm for 
"their Children, when it may be had in an orderly way, and a yet 
more Hainous ſin in Miniſters to refuſe it, when ſought in an or- 
derly way, yet I ſhall never believe, That the want of it in ſuch 

a Caſe will either Damn the Infants, or ſo much as make their Sal- 
vation uncertain. I'm ſure the Scripture does not ſay it will; nor 
will the Attributes of GOD allow me to believe it. But we ſhall 
hear more of this on another Head. 


IT * 
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Sf. 5th. 


Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Blunders in lis 
Vindication of the Sign of the Croſs in Baptiſm, from 
from Page 28. to page 31. 
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O * this Head you have given us a large Field of Nonſenſe, 
| were it worth the Reaping. I muſt take the Freedom to 
Glean a little upon 1t. | 

I. In the firſt Place I obſerve, That you have Coin'd a new 
Name for the Presbyterians, calling them Anti-crucians, You de- 
fire the Reader 7o pardon the Word, becauſe you do not remember 
20 hate beard it before. Nor ever will again,* Sir, from any 
Body of Common Senſe, unleſs it be to mock the Inventer. Ter 
(ſay you) with leave of the Learned, it expreſſes the Nature of 
rhoſe that cry out againit the Sign of the Croſs, Sir, there is not 
a Boy that has been a Moneth in the Grzek Claſs, that does not 
ſee you blundering. It expreſſes the Nature of thoſe that are Ene- 
mies to the Croſs, but nothing of thoſe that are Enemies to the 
Sen of it. You mult then to the Froge with it again, and give it 
2 ſecond Heat. 4 ; YE | Fx 0 

II. You Cite with Approbation a paſſage of Cyprian's, wherein 
he ſays, That the Croſs compleats every Sacrament, and that Bap- 
a | b 14 3 n 
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tin is ſunctiſied by the Croſs. Where, by the Croſs you mean the 
Sign of it, otherwiſe*tis nothing to the purpoſe. Now if the Sign 
of the Croſs compleats every Sacrament; pray, what's your Mean- 
ing, when you ſay afterward, That the Sign of the Crofs is bur 
Ceremonial and Tranſient, and is uſed when Baptitm is over? How 
can it compleat Baptiſm, if Baptiſm be over ere it be us d? I hope 
this is a Blunder as much as a Contradiction or Nonſenſe can be 
ſo: 2aly, If the Sign of the Croſs ſanctiſe Baptiſm, then ſurely 
tis greater than-Baptiſin by our Saviour's Argument, That the 
Altar, which ſanttifies the Gold, is greater than the Gold. 

III. Again, to palliate the Matter, you fay, © Theſe words, IT 
© Baptize thee &c, are the DEDICATION, bat the Sign of the 
* Croſs is a DECLARATION. But here again you betray your 
Ignorance of the Doctrine of the Church of England: For the 
expreſly teaches, that the Sign of the Croſs is a DEDICATION, 
in theſe words Canon 3orh, 1603.— Accounting it ( the Sign 
of the Croſs) a Lawfull outward Ceremony and Honourable 
Badge, WHEREBY THE INFANT IS. DEDICATED TO 
*THE SERVICE' OF HIM, THAT DYED UPON THE 
*CROSS. Yea, Mr. Cade B. D. Appendix Page 22. aſſerts, hat 
the nſe of it is not only Lawfull, Safe, Profitable, but alſo NE- 
CESSARY. Yea, the Bithop of Lincoln (ibid. page 26.) expreſſ- 
ly denys, that the Curat can teſtifie, That all is well done, and 
that the Child is received into the Nuriber of the Children of GOD, 
if the Sign of the Croſs have been omitted. For, how, faith he, 7s 

e received but by gning him &c. How ſound Divinity all this 
1s, let others judge. 't I 

IV. You ſay, the Presbyterians prejudice againſt the Sign of 
the Croſs is grounded on two falſe Maxims. The firſt, That we © 
are to do nothing in Worſhip (by way of ſignificant Ceremony you 
mean, or elſe you ſpeak Nonſenſe) bt what we have expreſs 
Warrant from Scripture for. | g | 

And'1s that Maxim filſe? Why then did you ſwear to it in 
the Old Conjef/ion of Faith Sect. 15, to which you are bound by 
the Oath of the Teſt? Why = Chrilt deliver us from the 


tain'd without ſin. 
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of the Moſaical Ceremonies, if we our ſelves might wreath ano- 
ther in it's ſtead? This was hinted to 78 in the Dialogue, but 
you were too wiſe to ſee it. You ask, What Scripture we have for 
that Maxim? You might have ſeen it in your own Confeſſion of 
Faith; tis this, In vain do they worſhip me, teaching for Dotirines 
the Commandments of Men. But I find you know neither black 
nor white. You ask further, What Scripture we have for Extem- 
fore and uninſpired Prayers? None at all, Sir: For weconfeſs 
we cannot pray, wileſs the Spirit help our Infirmities. But if you 
you ask for an Extempore Prayer in Scripture, in which the Per- 
ſon was not Extraordinarly inſpir'd, you may have one from the 
Publican; God be mercifull to me a Sinner: Another from the 
Diſciples in Danger of Shipwrack ; Lord ſave us or we periſh. &c. 
You 38k further, I har Scripture we have for paſſing by Chriſt's 
Prayer, when there is ps was, warrant for ſaying of it? I anſwer, 
we akvays ſay it upon the Matter, at leaſt we own, we ſhou'd do 
ſo: we ſometimes ſay it in form and words, and the Command 
does not bind Ad ſemper, otherwiſe you are guilty as well as we. 
Yet again you ask, What Scripture we have for {inging the Pſalms 
in common Tunes in 8 Syliables and 6 Syllables? But I ask you 
What Warrant, Authority, or Example you have for ſpeaking - 
unallay'd Nonſenſe ?. Do we practiſe theſe things as Myſtical ſig- 
nificant Czremontes, as you do tha Sign of the Croſs? Once 
prove that upon us, and then we ſhall produce Scripture for them. 

The ſecond falſe Maxim, (you ſay ) prejudices us, is, That 
Things which have been abuſed to Idolatry and Superſtition ſhou'd 
* be wholly laid aſide. And this ( you ſay ) is a very falſe Rule, 
if not well qualified. | | 

And what Presbyterian ever was there, that did not qualifie it, 
by limiting it to bing indifferent? To that you anſwer, That 
ſuch things may be laid aſide, if the wiſdom of the Church think 


t. But, I add, they ought to be laid aſide, when they give 


Scandal. In the mean time, I deny that the Sign of the Croſs as 
us d by the Church of England is indifjerent, or that it can be re- 


bs 


But 


43 ) 1 
But now you are ro core cloſi to the point. . 
V. And tirſt you ſay, That were you to ſqueeze or wreſt 
*Scripture, you could ſay more for the Sign of the Croſs in Bap- 
*tiſm, than we can do for our Presbytry. MEL 
Very cloſs, Sir, truly and allow me to ſqueeze or wreſt Scrip- 
ture, and I ſhall prove all the points of the Alcoran. But allow 
you to ſqueeze and wreſt Scripture, what can you ſay from it for 
the Sign of the Croſs? Why, you adduce the Mark in the Fore- 
head £zek.9. v. 4. The Sealing in the Forehead Rev. 7. v. 3. Lea, 
the NOT having the Seal in the Forehead Rev, 9. And the words 
of St. Paul Gal. 6. v. 14. about his glorying in the Croſs of Chriſt. 
But I ask, Do theſe Scriptures ſpeak of the Sign of the Croſs either 
Tranfient or Perinanent? No, you your felf acknowledge they 
do not. To what purpoſe then did you adduce them? Why, 1t 
was to thew what Feats you cou'd do, how you cou'd maintain the 
Sign of the Croſs from Scripture, better than we can do our Presby- 
try. But then, Sir, to give you a Cooler, and take you down 
from your Heights a little, I muſt tell the Reader (for you know 
it well enough ) That Fel/armine did all this before you; adduc'd 
all theſe Scriptures, and in the ſame order too: So that you have 
loſt the Glory of the Atchievment, unleſs it be that GREAT 
-WITS JUMP. 
VI. But, tho' you have loſt the Argument from Scripture, yet 
you can do wonders from Antiquity; and fo you overwhelm the 
oor Country-man with a Deluge of Fathers, Auguſtine, Tertullian, 
Cyprian, Euſebins, Conſtant inè s Viſion, and Auguſtine agam. But 
why all this waſt, Sir, of your Learning in Antiquity,- eſpecially 
when like the Poor Man's Ax, alas, it was borrow'd, and I can 
tell you Page and Leaf where. There was no occaſion for all this 
Parade. The Dialogi#t owns that the Sign of the Croſs in Baptiſm 
was very early, yet not more early, than the Oyl and the White 
Garment; not more early, than the giving the Euchariſt to Infants, 
and twenty other Fopperies - Nay not more early, than the 
working of Antichrift, which began even in the Apoſtles days, as 
you were told in the Dialogue, but which you thought not 2 
Ma: 
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ſelf oblig'd to notice - And therefore your Teſtimonies are ſtark 


naught to us For we can ſay, from the beginning it was not ſo. 


Nor does Juſtine Martyr, who deſcribes the Primitive Baptiſm, | 


give the leaſt Intimation of the Uſage of that Sign, 
+nay notone of all the Teſtimonies adduc'd by you 


IN. B. 1 | 
referr to the Ule of it in Baptiſin. 


VII. In the next place you tell us, that the Sign of the Croſs 
is Memorative, Speculative, and diſtinguiſhing of the Chriſtian 


© Religion from Jews and Heathens, and that the Chriſtians keep 
© it as a Badge of their Profeſſion. Are you not ſenſible, Sir, how 
much you have Blundered in this? Do not you know, that the 
Church of England diſowns the Sign of the Croſs as a diſtinguiſh- 


ing, profeſ/mg Sign. Prethee read over again thy own Falkner, 


whoſe Echo thou otherwiſe art. Hear him page 507. © Yet ſince 


through the Bleſſing of GOD we live not among the Gentiles or 


© 7erws, who'oppoſe the Name of Chriſt, and have other ſufficient 


* viſible Signs of profeſling the Faith of Chriſt, in publick Aſem- 


blies of the Church; The Uſe of this Rite to this end is no way 
* needfull to be continued among us. Tea, adds he, the diſuſe here- 
of is uſefull and Commendable in the preſent fate of the Church. 
VIII. Again, ſay you, Natural or Artificial Signs may put us in 
mind of Divine or Humane Stories. Very true, Sir, but what 
follows? Why, ſay you, may not the Sign of the Croſs perform 
the Equivalent in the midſt of Pyping and Dancing, and ſo to 
* joyn Lrembling with Mirth. 
We are asking, Sir, for a Reaſon cf the Sign of the Croſs in 
Baptiſm, and you give us one for the uſe of it in the midſt of pip- 
ing and Dancing. Know, Sir, that the Church of Fngland diſowns 
the uſe of it in the common Actions of Life, how much more in 
Frolicks; and Falkner gives the Reaſon, Page 510. Becauſe People 
can not upon every ſuch Action declare their intent and end in that 
Uſage, as is done in the Liturgie. But you are doom'd, it ſeems, 
to {peak Nonſenſe, EA 


IX. Your next Argument is, That the Tribe of Renten, Gad, 


and Manaſſe h, built the great Altar Ed upon the Borders of Jordan. 
© RN Well, 
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Why, Ergo, the Club's in the Corner, Quad erat demonſtrandum. 

For nothing do you inferr from it. 5415 

VX. Lou give us another of the ſame for tis your happineſs that - 
. uso avulſo, non deficit alter FR 
g Aureus, & ſimili frondeſcit I irga Metallo. bog 

Did not Mary, ( lay you ) ohn 12. v. 3. expreſs. her love to 
oe, in anointing his Head with Spiknard, for which the had no 
Divine Precept? And why did you not alſo fay, Ihat Martha 
and Mary made him a Supper, for which they had no Divine Pre- 
cept? For the one had been juſt as much to the purpoſe as the o- 
ther. Every Boy in the Humanity Claſs can tell you, that among 
the Heathens, Anointing in Feaſts was.almoft as uſuall as Eating: 
And every Old Wife that has read the Bible can tell you it was ſo 
among the Jews but ſuch is your Ignorance, that you think ſhe 
intended it for a Myſtical ſignificant Ceremony; becauſe perhaps, 
Chriſt referring to the Event, ſaid, ſhe did it for bis Burial. 

XI. You ask us Anticrucians, How we can ſpeak of the Croſs 
or Crucifix, without an Impreſſion of it upon our Brains or Fan- 
*cies, as it is viſibly repreſented to the Eye? I anſwer, Not well, 
Sir, for we Whigs are not for talking Chimerically. But pray, 
where lyes the Argument? O ſay you, why may not that be paint- 
ed that was once viſible in the World, without any hazard of 
1dolatry 2 E | Ys 

Learn'd Sir, we know no Reaſon, why.the Croſs may not be 
Painted: We are no Enemies tothe Herauld's Office. We know 
there are above fourty Honourable Families in the Kingdom, ſome 
of them Whigs too, that bear Croſſes one or more in their Eſcutch- 
eon. But the Diſpute now is about the ſign of the Cros in Bap- 
tiſm, not about a PAINTED but an AIRY Cross. "0 

One wou'd think now, that you had ſpoke Nonſence enough 
already, but I confeſs in what follows, you have even out done 
your ſelf. 

XII. If, fay you, we were in a Heatheniſh Country that did not 
*underſtand our Language, what better way could we take, to 
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*ſhew that we own Chrift crucitied, than by the viſible fign d. 
the Croſs? W + 
Do you then know no better way? Then T'Il tell you; By 


« * 


HFHumility, Meekneſs, contempt of the World, Mortitication of our 


Luſts, Loving one another, Forgiving oug Enemies, Sc. Where- 
as, if a Man fou bid at every word-——-Damn 2 ſhou'd go 
Drunk to bed every night, &c; Strangers wou'd never take him 
for a Diſciple of a Crucified Chriſt, ſhou'd he uſe the ſign of the 
Croſs never ſo oft. So much for the Divinity of your Anſwer - 
Now a word or two for the Ph:loſophy of it. Aud I ask you, Wou'd 
ever Men have known, that the Rainbow was a ſign, that the 
World was never to be delug'd again, if GOD had not told them 
ſo much by words? No Man of ſenſe will ſay it. Much leſs is 
it poiſible for ſtrangers that do not underſtand our Language, to 
inferr from our uſing the ſign of the Croſs, that the Son of GOD 
was crucifi d, or that we are his Diſciples: That wou'd be the 
laſt Thought wou'd ever ſtrike them in the Head. Sir, I muſt 
tell you a ſtory. 
Laſt Night I was Reading Sweton with Grævius Notes in the 
Life of Nero; a little Grammar School Boy in the mean time ſtand- 
ing at my Hand. Among other Excellencies of that Book, there 
is in it a fine Collection of Meduls, and among the reſt, in che firſt 
page of that Life one ſtruck for one of the BRAZEN-BEARDS, 
of which Family Nero was. The Boy noticeing this, of a ſudden 


bolts out upon me with a ſurprizing Queſtion, WAS NERO a 


CHRISTIAN 2 No, Child, (quoth I) Why do you ask that # 
Becauſe, ſays he, he hath a Crofs in his hand. You may gueſs by 
that, what a fine Mark of a Chriftian the vitible ſign of the Croſs 
is. The Egypriens, Str, painted a Crofs upon the Breaſt of their 
God Serapis : was this a Token of it's Chriſtianity After all, 
L acknowledge your Argument is a goud one : For if ſeverall of 
our Scots Families were in Turky, what better way cou'd they take, 
to ſhew that-they were . than by diſplaying their 
Ccat of Arms bearing Creſcents 2 | 
XIII. The Country-man in the Dialogue had ſaid, that Oy!, _ 
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for a Separation. NO Ground, Sir? [I hen by your own Prin: 
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and Fut are as fignificant in Baptiſm as the ſigh of the Crotz. 
0 IE 61 £20 


You do nit deny this, but give other very fine Anſwers. . - 
I. That if 25 Church retained them, they had been No Groun 


ciples, the Church of Fagland is in the Fault, in differing from 
the Church of Rome, any more than needs muſt, 1 
II. You anſwer, That tho' the Church of England laid aſide the. 


An 4 the Croſs in Baptiſm, it could not gain the Diſſenters. True 
e 


purpoſe For tis certain, ſhe wou'd be 


Sir, but nothing to t For 
ſo much nearer gaining them, than they are. I. 
III. You anſwer, tho the Church of England did introduce Oyl, 


* 


Salt, and Spiftle, it cou d not gain the Papiſts. Anſwer, true like - 
wiſe, but as little to the purpoſe: For tis plain, ſhe wou'd not be 
ſo far from gaining em, as ſhe's; and whereunto they have already 
attain'd, they ſhou'd walk by the ſame Rule. 
Gentlemen of the Liturgical Perſwaſion, you ſee what good 
things are provided for your Children, if all Heghns hold, vi. the 
ſovereign Balſame of the Curat's ſpittle cum Grand Salis, to keep it 
from ſtinking, and: ot Oy! Quantum Satis to keep it from ſmarting. 
Good Reader, I hope you'll remember, that all this while the 
Anſwerer has not adduc'd one ſyllable for the ſign of the Croſs in 
Baptiſm, but for the uſe of it in the common Actions of Life, 
which the Church of England diiowns. But now he is to do it, 
in the following words. =. | n 
XIV. And for ſuperinducing the ſign of the Croſs upon the 
Form of Baptiſm, it is no more culpable, than the ſuperinducing 
the Haroſeth upon the Paſſover, which was a thick Sauce of Dates, 
and other Ingredients, as a Repreſentation of that Clay, whereia 
* their Fathers were forced to drudge in Egypt, againſt which our 
© Lord took no Exception but uſed it: if the dipping the ſop in the 
Ko (Jabn 13. 26. ) relate to it, as is the Opinion of Learned 
Men. | 
This is the only Argument he has for the ſign of the Croſs in 


Baptiſm, and judge, Reader, if it be not a worthy. one: For, be- 


ſides that it has no Reference © Baptiſm, 1 referr. it to any body 
\ | of 
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of Common. ſence, whether a Paſty wrought up to the Conſiſtence 
of Clay can be reaſonably call'd a ſoup or ſauce to dip in. Add to 
this, that even Grotius himſelf tells us, this Dipping was when the 
Ritual or Paſchal ſupper was over and remoy'd. Nay it is ver 


plain from the Scripture, that not only the ſupper was ended ver/.- 


2. but even the waſhing of the Feet had interveen'd. You miglit. 
then with equall Reaſon have told us, that even the Whigs keep a 
Chriftning Feaft, for that has juſt as much Connexion, with Bap- 
tiſm, as the Dipping in the Charoſeth had with the Paſſover. Fare- 
well then, Sign of the Croſs, for this Anſwerer has for ever diſ- 
paraged thee by the Miſerable Defence he has made for thee. 
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Gontaining a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Blunders &c. 
„in his Vindication of Kneeling at the Receiving of the 
7 Lord's Supper. from Page 34. to page 41. 
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Itring having been always the Poſture in Scotland, by the 

Tihimony of the Epiſcopalians themſelves, ſince the firſt dawn- 
ing of the Reformation, except what Attempts were made to introduce 
Kneeling by the Synod of Perth ; I hop'd that this Anſwerer wou'd 
have prov'd the Poſture of Kneeling NECESSARY, elſe why 
ſuch an Innovation? But ] find he is no Ambitious Man : he humbly 
contents himſelf to prove it LAWFULL, and does not ſo much as 


aim higher. 


* 


The Comntry-man in the Dialogue ſought Scripture Proof for 
Inceling, but that was not to be had; nor does this Anſwerer al- 
ledge it cou'd be given. He fought an Inſtance of Kneeling among 


the Ancients for the firſt five Hunder Years, and promis'd, upon 


finding it, to come to the Fngliſh Service and bring a Hunder of 
his Neighbours along with him; but neither can that be found, 
8 a nor 


| (49 ) 
dor does this Aeneas much asternpt it. What then ? Why, 
he falls foul upon us for Sitting. But, Sir, it was not to page | 
Sitting, but to defend Kyeeling, that was your Task. You fay, 
Sitting 1s the Poſture the Couutry-man contends for- Zu that's 
falſe. He contends for a Table-Poſture, be whatit will, if it hath 
not a natural indecency in it. And if fitting croſslegged were the 
ordinary Tble-Pofture among us, as it is among the Trurks, that 
#hou'd be my Poſture. - Now, Sir, what have you to ſay againſt 
the Table Poſture ? Why | here you turn angry, and it ay be 
tolerable good diverſion to r u Blunder upon it. 
I. Firſt you ſay, the Dia 5 has put a Lye in the Curat's 
Mouth, by making him acknowledge, That our Saviour gave 
and the Diſciples did receive the 3 of his Supper in an 
ordinary Table Poſture. 
Content, Sir, for the time let it be a Lye : but then tis a Lye 
which a ſcore of Curar's of the firſt Charader have made. 1 ſhall 
Ly you two for witneſs, and the reſt upon demand. The firſt 
is Dr. Cave, Primitive Chrift. part. 1. cap. 11. page 331. The 
© Apoſtles, at the Inſtitution of it by our Savibur, received it, AC- 
* CORDING TO THE CUSTOME OF THE 7 S AT 
*MEALS AT THAT TIME, lying along on their Sides upon 
© Beds round about the Table. how long this way of Receiving 
© laſted 1 find not. Lake another, to wit Dr. Villet in his 
Synopſis Papiſmi page 648. a Book Authoriz'd by the State, In 
the firſt Inſtituting of the Sacrament, the Apoſtles received it t- 
* ?ing not kneel; 
This, Sir, It ink is pretty clear : but you are but beginning 
yet to Blunder on this Head. 
II, 24ly, You tell us over and over again, that Tis impoſſible 
to prove the Table-Poſture at the firſt Inſtitution. Yea, you give 
*a 8 to the Dialogiſt and all his Party to prove it. 

Very valiantly / Sir. Are your own Authors no Proof with 
you? You have heard them agamiſt you. But poſſibly tis Serip- 
ture Proof you demand. Well, I am one of the meaneſt of the 
Party, and here I take up your Gauntlet: For obo ig this un- 
circumciſed Philimine RAE. We 


And they made ready the Paſſover, 


| IEC WO | 
We ſhall-begin then with Mazrbero,: He, Cap. 26. v. 20. tells 
us, Noto ar hen the Euen tuns come He SAT down (to the Paſſo- 
ver ) with the rwelve; And that we might not Dream there was 
any other Poſture us d at the Inſtitution. of the Supper, tis ſaid v. 
26. And as they were EATING, He took Bread &c. 
Let us proceed to Mark. He, as þ 14. v. 16, 17, 18. tells us, 
and in the Evening He cometh 
with the twelve. And as they SAT and did cat. this was 
the Paſſover. And that we pen not imagine that the Poſture 
was alter'd at the Inſtitution of the Supper, tis ſaid v. 22. And 
as they did Eat Jeſus took Bread. | 
Let us go on to Luke- He, Cap. 22. v. 14. tells us, And when 
tbe Hour was come, HE SAT DOWN, And the twelve Apoſtles 


with Him. This was to the Paſſover. And v. 19. tis ſaid, And 


He took Bread without the leaſt intimation of changing the 
Poſture. | | 8 | ſve". 

Let us proceed to John. He, Cap. 13. v. 4. tells us, He RIS- 
ETH from ſupper, and laid aſide his Garments and took a Towel--- 
Whether this was the Paſchal or Sacramental ſupper J ſhall 
not politively ſay. Whichſoever of them it was, tis plain He had 
been SITTING. But to give you all fair Quarter, I ſhall fup- 
poſe it was only the Paſchal ſupper, and that the Sacramental ſup- 
per was that whuch follow'd verſ. 18. &c. at which Chriſt ſaid, 
He that eateth Bread with me hath lift up his heel again#t me. 
And then *tis certain 1910. That Chriſt himſelf SAT: For 'tis 
expreſly ſaid, ver. 12, that after waſhing His - Diſciples feet, He 
SAT DOWN again. 246, It is certain likewiſe, the Diſciples 
SAT (or usd the Table-Poſture) from v. 23. Now, there was 


LEANING on Jeſia Boſom and from v. 28. Now no Man 
AT THE TABLE KNEW--—----, 8 


In a word, it is not more certain that the Diſciples Eat the Sa- 


. cramental Bread, than that they SAT or us'd the Table-Poſture. 


Yea, even Dr, Sanderſon himſelf, who is half mad for Kneeling, 
yet owns, De oblig. Conſe. that their uſing the Table-Poſture is 
VERY PROBABLE. What then is become of your Defyance 2 
nunc & verbis Virtutem illude ſuperbis, © in 

= L. 


JE | . 

T hope you'll mind your EA Ain the Dialagiſt. | 

III. Againſt /izting likewiſe you uſe a Dilemma, a very formi- 
dable kind of Weapon, becauſe it has two Hoxns; Either the 
 Presbyterians take the Sacrament in an Adoring Paſture or not. I 
anſwer, Not in an Adoring but in a Feaſting Poſture. Wby then 
(ſay you) are we then diſcovered, which is not a common table 
geſture, I anſwer, Becauſe it is not a common Table we ſit at hut 
the Lord's. I hope, fir, you wou'd not put on your Hat even at a 
1 Table, and yet no body wou d think you us d an Ador- 
Fl Po ure. 1 7 17 L, , 7 a 
| Ay. You tell us likewiſe, that the Pope, the Bene dictine Monks, 
and the Secinians SIT T. The Anſwer 1s eaſie, In fo far they are 
right. You ſay they do it upon an ill Principle, to plead their e- 
quality with Chriſt. The Anſwer to that is as eaſie, In fo far they . 
are wrong and Blaſphemous, and let themſelves look to't, we diſ- 
claim all fuch Principles. 43 —.— 

V. You add further, at ſitting was the geſture of the Pagan J. 
dolaters. True, in ſacrifical Feaſts (to which the Lord's ſupper 
bears a reſemblance) itting was ſtill the Poſture both among eres 
and Pagans, but Kneeling at aFeaſt is fo ridiculous an Abſurdity, 
that nothing but Popery, that Fountain of Nonſenſe, cou'd have 
been. guilty of introducing it. 7 35 

VI. You urge us with a Non conformity to other Proteſtant 
Churches. But the Belgick Church in a National Synod Anno 1578. 
Art. 69. declares her ſelf thus, We judge it indifferent either to 
ſtand or fit in the uſe of the ſupper, and therefore the Churches 
may uſe any Poſture they think moſt convenient WE EXCEPT - 
*KNEELING BECAUSE OF SUPERSTITION, AND FOR 
*THE DANGER OF ADORING THE BREAD. Yea, they 
reject Kneeling upon this particular reaſon, Becauſe it is a geſture 
of ſuch as pray, not of ſuch as celebrate a Feaſt whether ſacred or 
profane. The Helvetick Church, the Ga//ick Church, the Church 

of Geneva, many of the Churches of Gertiam, are all upon the 
ſame footing in this Matter. Now, . fir, keep off the Churches that 
maintain Tranſubſtantiation 8 Conſubſtantiation, and I fanc — | 
| . . | 


_ when you have fſearch'd the World through. So much for your 


" Poſture at that time and in that Country. 


1 n... 
will be hard for you to bring ſo good a muſter Roll for Vic ing, 


Arguments agazpſt SITTING. Now let us hear yours for Kneeling, 


VII. Firſt youſay, © That the Geſture is not of the Eſſence df the 


Sacrament; becauſe it is a facrament to any that take it, whether 
<firting, ſtanding, or Kneeling. And afterwards you ſay, rhe Pof- 
ture is not determined. Fairly granted, fir. Now let me ask a 
Queſtion or two. Imo, Why then do you, Scorch Liturgital Cu- 


rate, innovate and attempt to introduce a Cuſtome which never ob- 


tain'd among us, and which has bred ſo much Diviſion in lande 
246, If it be not of the Eſſence of the ſacrament, why has the 
Church of England diſcharg'd her Miniſters under pain of ſuſpen- 
fon to give it to any that does not Kneel? This was told you in 


. the Dialogue, but you were not for anſwering it. If the Poſture 


be an Accident, as you ſay, yet the Church of England has made 
Kneeling an inſeparable one: For if Miniſters dare not give it, 
I'm ſure People cannot receive it, without Kneeling, unleſs you 
Fall in with the Author of the Rights of the Chriſtian Church. 
VIII. You fay in the ſecond place, © That ſuppoſe at the firſt In- 


e ſtirution it was taken in a Table Geſture, yet the Poſture was 
not a part of the perpetuall Obligation of 


remembring Chriſt's 
Death till He come. Anf. I ſay we are oblig'd to remember it in 
that way He has appointed, in a Geſture ſuitable to a Huly Feaſt. 
— 4 you, Chrift did not ſay, take it ſitting, and NO OTHER- 
WISE. True, fir, but neither has He ſaid, Take the Bread in 


the firſt place, ayd the Wine in the ſecond place, and NOT O- 


. And yet who would endure the inverting of that 
der ? 3 

IX. Lou, ſay, ſuppoſing our Saviour and his Diſciples had us d the 
ame Poſture at the ſupper as at the Paſſover, yet we do it not after 
that Manner. Anſ. Not indeed as to the particular Poſture they 
us d, but the fame they wou'd have us'd, had it been the Table- 


You 24, There were ſeveral Attions interveened that might 


alter the Geſture: As 1. Taking of the Bread. 2. The Thank(- 


giving 


giving. +: The Breaking. 4. wy Precept, Tate ye, Eu ye. 
F. The Word whereby the Element was made the "Sacrament. 
Now pray, Sir, ſay, which of all theſe cou'd occaſionthe altering 
the Geſtures Not the taking of the Bread, not the Breaking, 
not the Precept, Take, Eat, not the Word whereby (as you ſay ) 
the Element was made the Sacrament - if it was any thing it was 
the Thankſgiving. But then unluckily for you, it was the Cuſtom 
of the Ferws, follow'd too by our Saviour, firſt to fit down and 
then ſay Grace. Vide Buxtorf. Synag. Jud. Cap. 12. Mark 8, 

verſe 6. &c. +26 | 
But I muſt ask you by the by, What you mean by tlie Word 
whereby the Elerunt was made the Sacrament? You can mean 
-nothing elſe but *the HOC ENIM EST CORPUS MEUM. 
Here then I charge you with Popery, with Tridentin Popery, Sir, 
with the moſt Nonſenſical Article of Popery. If you ſay the Er- 
'ror is not yours, but Lindſay*'s Biſhop rechin; true, but the 
Blunder is yours, by citing it with approbation. The Papiſts in- 
deed aſcribe the Power, of turning the Element into the Sacrament, 
to theſe words; and ſo they make a Hocus of them, but tis a Doct- 
rine unknown to the Proteſtant Churches, nay even to the Greek 
Church, which is otherwiſe corrupt enough. Vide Bellarmin De 
Sacrari, Eucharis. cap. 12. & 13. But that is not the only Article 

of Popery Lindſay has broach'd in that Book. — 
EX. Lou tell us in the next place, that the Circumſtances. of 
Actions done by our Saviour or His Apoſtles are not of neceſſary 
Obligation, and do not fo bind us to imitate them as that it is 
not lawfull to do otherwiſe, becauſe otherwiſe the Sacrament were 
to be given to Men only, at Night, after ſupper, and in an up- 
* per Room. ets "Op MRI 
Sir, if the Nature of a Feaſt requir'd, that it ſhou'd be given to 
Men only, and at Night, and after ſupper, and in an upper Room 
I ſhou'd make no doubt, but, on that ſuppoſition, we fhou'd be 
bound to iiñitate Chriſt in theſe Circumſtances of Actions, as you 
call them, and that it wou'd be unlawfull to do othetwiſe. And 
in conſequence of that, becauſe the nature of 'a Feaſt * 8 
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Table. Pofture, I affirm we are bound to imitate Him therein, and 


that tis unlawfull to uſe a Keeling Poſture, which the Nature of 
a Fealt neither requires nor admitts. The like cannot be ſaid of 


the other Circumſtances you mention: For *tis as decent, and 
every way as agreeable to the Nature of a Feaſt, that it be given 
to Women as to Men, in the Day time as in the Night, in a low- 
er as in an upper Room. The Nature of a Feaſt then is the Mark 


Chriſt has given, whereby to ſignifie that His Example in uſing 
the Table Poſture 1s to be perpetually imitated. 


XI. In the next place you urge, that Chriſt took the Paſchal 


Supper according to the Cuſtom of the Church in his own time, 
and not according to the firft Inſtitution thereof in Agypr Exod. 
12. 11, —which ſhou'd teach us not to be ſcrupulous about 


*Geſtures. | 

I anſwer firſt, Why then are you ſo ſcrupulous as to innovate 
upon us, who have no ſuch Cuſtome? adh, Why k is the Church 
of England ſo ſcrupulous, as to prohibite her Miniſters to give it 
to any that do. not Kneel, and that under pain of Suſpenſion 2 The 
Apoſtle to the Corinthians as you obſerve did not inſiſt upon the 
Poſture as a Condition to a worthy Communicant, why then does 
the Church of England do it? So much for your Inference, now 
for your Argument. *Tis very true, Chriſt and His Diſciples 
took not the Paſchal ſupper according to the firſt Inſtitution, with 
their Loins girt, their Shoes on, their Staff in their hand, nor did 


ey eat it in haſt: the Reaſon is very evident, becauſe, in the 


Inſtitution, theſe Rites were appointed poly for that firſt Oe- 


caſion, and were not ordam'd to be continu'd afterward, and there- 
fore, when that Occaſion. was over, in the Repetition of the Order 


for the Paſſover Deut. 16. theſe. Rites are omitted. A little Ac- 
quaintance with the Bible might have taught you this. If you 


. cou'd have ſaid, That they kept it not according to the Inſtitution 
in Der. it had been ſomething - but to ſay, that they kept it not 
according to the Inſtitution in Agypr, was Nonſenſe in this Caſe, 
; becauſe it was never intended it ſhou'd be ſo kept; nay, in ſoine Par- 
ticulars it had been a dixect ſin to do ſo. E 

N | : 33 XII. Lou 


CW 
XII. You add, That tho! Leaning or Sitting had been the Poſ- 
ture at firſt, yet there is reaſon after the Reſurrection, Aſcenſion, 
and Deſcent of the ay for a Paſture of profound Reve- 


* rence and Adoratih, ow pray what is the Reaſon. Firſt ſay 
you, they did not 1Maerſtand the depth of the Myſtery till the De- 
ſcent of the Holy Ghoſt. The meaning of which is, that their not 
Kneeling was a lin of Ignorance - For voy wou'd have done it, if 
they had known better. A very good Reaſon, Sir. But 1. Do 
not you think Chriſt wou'd have told them if they had been wrong? 
2. Where do you read that ever they Kneeled afterwards at that Sa- 
crament? | 
You proceed and ſay, Our Saviour was Corporally preſent at the 
frſt Inſtitution. Right ; what then? Why, fay you, The Dif 
ciples did not then look upon Him as God incarnate, nor , worſhipped 
Hiri with a Divine Adoration. 5 1 


Now, Good Reader, how true this is, gather from the follow- 


ing Scriptures. 7h i.v. 49. Rabbi, thou art the Sen of” God, 
thou art the King of Iſrael. Fobn 11. v. 27. I believe that thou art 
the Chriſt, the Son of God. Fohn 6. v. 69. We believe and are 
ſure that thou art that Chriſt, the Sen of the Living God. Matth. 
16.16. He faith unto them, But whom ſay ye that Fame v. 17. 
And Simon Peter anſwered and ſaid, Thou art Chriſt, the Son 
of the Living God. John 16. v. 29,30. His Diſciples ſaid unto 
im Now are we ſure that Thou knowe#t all things 
y this we believe that thou cameſt forth from God. Matth. 
14. 4.23. Then they that were in the Ship came and worſhipped 
Him ſaying, of a truth Thou art the Sen of GOD. P82 
You go on in the ſame Argument, ſaying, He was T HEN 


corporally preſent as a Mortal Man. True, He was fo. But NOW, 


ſay you, He is preſent as God Immortal. I ask, Sir, Was He not 
THE 


N preſent as God Immortal, as much as He is NOW? De- 


ny that, if you can -; And if not, ſay if ever you heard ſuch, a 
Blunder. » "+ 5 

XIII. You ſay next, The Presbyterian Argument e kneeling 

is 0dious, Viz. That it ſymbolizes with Idolaters.. Why, Sir, is 
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not the Popiſb Kneeling Idolatry? Ay, but you'll ſay, We know 
that Chriſt is not ft preſent, and declare Tranſubſtantiation 


to be falſe. Anſ. So did the firſt Chriſtians know that an Idol was 
nothing in the World, yet that did not excuſe them from the ſin of 
ſymbolizing with Idolaters, in joining with their Heathen Friends 
in their Sacrifical Feaſts. See 1 Cor.8. | 6 
XIV. You miſrepreſent the Presbyterian Argument againſt 
Kneeling, from Hezekiab's deſtroying the Brazen Serpent, and 
then you tell, it is lame. But, Sir, thus WE lay it: © Tho' the 


Brazen Serpent was a Monument of God's Appointment, * not 


being defign'd for perpetual Uſe (as the Lord's ſupper is 
© Hezekiab deſtroy d it when it came to be abus d to Idvlatry. How 


much more ought the Geſture of Kneeling, which was never ap- 
pointed, to be abolith'd, when no Prote tant will deny but that it 


© has been horribly abus'd to Idolatry. This is our Parallel, now 
ſhew me what Leg it halts on, and I ſhall be oblig'd to you. 

XV. The Dialogi/i had ſaid, © That Kneeling cou'd nut be the 
Primitive Poſture, becauſe the Primitive Chriſtians never kneel'd 
© on the Lord's day, no not at Prayers, nor betwixt Eafter and 
* Whitſunday on any day whatſoever, To this you anſwer 1. That, 
that ſays as much again? Sitting as againſt Kneeling, If the 
Reader fee that, I acknowledge he ſees further than I ſee: For, 


it makes it certain to me, that they did not Aneel, but it does not 


make it ſo much as probable, that they did not Sir. 2. You anſ- 


wer, it was not becauſe Kneeling was unlawfull, but becauſe it was 


The Order of the Church. Anſ. Why truly, Sir, it never enter'd 


into their Heads to determine whether it was lawfull or not. Dio- 
ny/is Alexandrinus about the middle of the third en off is the 


earlieſt Dr. Cave can find, that makes mention even of ſtanding, 
but of kneeling not a ſyllable to be heard for many a fair 
Lear after that. 34%, You anſwer, It is ill Reaſoning to ſay, that, 
| becauſe they did not knee! upon the Lord's Day, therefore they 


undred 


did it on no other Day. But, Sir, the Argument tells you they 


did it upon NO DAY WHATSOEVER beruixt Eaſter and 
" Whitſunday: diſprove it if ye can. Beſides, do you think oy 


( 57 

had different Poſtures for 3 one for Sundays, and 
another for Weekdays, one for Quinquageſima, and another for 
the reſt of the Lear? When you prove it, I ſhall believe it. 

You ſubjoiu a very notable Clauſe in theſe words, And tho? 
* landing was accounted a Poſture of Joy and Thankſgiving, yet 
that ſame Poſiure is not inconſiſtent with Aneeling. What Sir, 
is not the Poſtue of Standing inconſiſtent with Aueeling? We 
IV higs think ſo- if you Liturgical Men can do both at once, we 
own you are nimbler than we. 3 

Yoor Citation from Chryſoſtome proves we ſhou'd approach the 
Holy Table with Reverence. Ergo what? I know no Presbyte- 
rian ever deny'd it, perhaps too they practiſe 1t at leaſt as much as 
their Netghbours. | * 

XVI. You cry out, What Impudence is it to ſay that Kneeling 


was not heard of till Pope Honorius, who lived in the beginning 


* of the 13:h Century. 
Sir, the Dialogue does not mention any ſuch thing, and there- 
fore I know nothing you had to do with that Argument in your 


Anſwer to't. However, not to baulk your Fancy, I here make you 


a yet better Offer, than was made you in the Dialogue: If you 
can find the Poſture of KAnezling at the Communion, before the 
Doctrine of the Corporall Preſence was Broach'd and obtain'd, I 
promiſe to come to the Engliſh Service, and never to ſet foot in a 
Presbyterian Kirk again. | 

I conclude then this Head in your own words very little alter'd, 


If theſe words of our Saviour, Except ye eat the Fleſp of the Son of 


Man, and drink his Blood ye hau ng Life in you, have any relation 
to his Supper, than ſad and miſerable is the Condition of that Per- 
ſon, who will loſe the Benefit thereof, unleſs he get it Anceling ; 
and ſad and heavy is the Account that Church has to make, who 


will not give it to any /iting or uſing the Table Poſture, which 


Chriſt and his Diſciples uſed. 
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| Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Blunders tc. 


in his - Vindication of the Office of the Burying of the 
Dead in the Liturgie &c.--—----from Page 41. 


to page 43. 
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HE Field of this Controverſy is not very large, lying all 
within the Bounds of theſe few Words in the Litungie, 
Foraſmuch as it hath pleaſed Almighty God, to TAKE UNTO 
HIMSELF the Sou! of our DEAR BROTHER here departed, 
wwe therefore commit his Body to the Ground in SURE AND 
CERTAIN HOPE of a Refurrefion to ETERNAL LIFE. 
This the Countryman in the Dialogue thinks too much to be ſail 
of every Perſon promiſcuouſly, and believes, that ſuch a Decla. 


ration can do no good to the Dead, but may do much hurt to the 


Living. This Author makes his firſt Anſwer by way of Retortion, 
That the Preſbyteriaus Canonize Rebels, Aſſaſſines, Murgerers. 
To which I ſhall not make any other Anſwer, but that *tis an im- 
pudent Lye ; and when he names theſe Rebels, &c. we have Ca- 
noniz d, we ſhall be more particular. Omitting this therefore, 
come, Sir, to conſider your direct Anſwers, and to diſcover how 
prodigiouſſy you have Blunder'd. 

I. As to your firſt direct Anſwer, I affirmthat the ſecond part of 
it gives the fit the Lye :- or if it do not, Taffirm that it makes the 
Church of England the moſt erroneous Church on Earth this day. 
That the Reader may not think I wrong you, I ſhall ſet down your 


words without omitting one of them. 


* 10 anſwer directly, that by theſe words, COD's taking to 
Himſelf 8c. are not abſoiute, or a thing that we are certain of, 
but a charitable hope, that it 1s ſo. 


This 
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This is the e part of your Aniwer, the ſecond follows. 
'* Befides, 1 go to God doth not mean, that the Perſon is in 4 


State of Bliſs: For 12. Eccles. 7. the Spirit goeth to God who! 
gate it, This is ſaid of all Men, good or bad. 

Now, Sir, is it not a thing that we are certain of, that the Souls 
of all Men go to God to be judged? Is it not an ab ſolute Truth 
or have we only a charitable hope thereof? If ſo; then from the 
Doctrine of the Church of England good Lord deliver us. 


I wou'd have taken notice of the Nonſenſe in the ſecond part of 


our Anſwer, in making the Phraſes of GOD'S TAKEING TO 


MSELF, and GOING TO 60D Equivalent, and in inſinu- 


ating, that ever that Phraſe of GOD'S TAKING TO HIMSELF 


is taken otherwiſe, than in a favourable Senſe; but the firſt Re- 
mark makes your Anſwer fo horrid, that I need not aggravate it. 
II. Your ſecond Anſwer bewrays your wretched Ignorance of 


the Licurgie - For, ſay you, theſe words Id SURE AND 
CERTAIN HOPE d not relate to the Party deceaſt, but to the 
* Ne ſurrection. But now in the Prayer to be ſaid by the 


jeſt, during the Interment, we have theſe words, Ve give Thee 
hearty Thanks, for that is hath pleaſed Thee, to deliver this o; 
e Miſeries of this /infull World. I believe, Sir, 


Brother out of | | 
the delivering one out of the Miſeries of this World, to be thrown 


into the Torments of the next is no Subject of Thanks ; therefore 


certainly the HOPE relates to the Party deceaſt. 


IH. You have quother Anſwer of the very ſame weight, to wit, 
RNAL it ic not neceſſary that cs ſbon d m 


that by LIFE. 
the Life of Happineſs only, but an Eternal Life inthe geneval. 


I affirm, it is neceſſary, and that 170. Becauſe from the begin- 


ning of Gene ſis to the end of the Revelation, there is not ſo much 


as one ſingle place, where Eternal Life does not ſigniſie the Life 


of Happineſs only, and not Eternal Life in the General. 
2dly, I ſay *tis neceſſary, decauſe the Eitmgir it felt 
meant it ſo, for which I atteſt theſe words in the Collect, We 
* meekly beſeech Thee, O Father, to raiſe us from the Death of 
din unto the Life of Righteouſneſs, that when we ſhall depart: 
Q 2: this- 
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OUR BROTHER DOTH. Do you think, Sir, there is any 


Re# in Hell ? | | £76, 
Tho' the Conntry-man in the Dialogue did not urge the Curat 


with Presbyterian Authors, becauſe he knew, they wou'd be of 
{ſmall Authority with him; yet this Anſwerer ever and anon plys 


us with Epiſcopal Authors, viz. Hutton and Heylin, Falkner and 


Fuller, Robertſon and Resburie Evans, Kellet, and Lindſay Biſhop 
of Brechin : and now he is to give us an Anſwer from His learn'd 
Bennet - judge, Reader, if it do not ſmell of a Learn'd Man. The 
ſum ot it is this in his own words; There is twofold hope, firſt 
a hope of Aſſurance but this is not it, is meant in the Service 
. Next there is HOPE OF DESIRE, which is built upon 
a charitable Aﬀettion, and ſuch is this in the Office of Birying the 
Dead. ä 
In order to vindicate the Liturgie from the Imputation of Popery 
I remember you asked, Page 10, Is there praying for the Dead in 
it? Now, Sir, if your Learn'd Benner's Argument be true, cer- 
tainly there is. Prayer, you know, is an Offering up of our De- 
fires, What Difference then is there between Praying for the 


Dead and Hoping with Deſire for them? 


What you annex about Ab ſolution is all an linpertinence, and 
beſides has a broad Lye in the midſt of it, viz. That Knox's Form 
of Abſolution 1s more abſolute than the Form in the Viſitation of the 
Sick in the Service Book: For Knox' Form has this Claufe, AC- 


CORDING TO THY REPENTANCE, whereas the Ab/olv- 


ing Words in the Litwrgie have neither that, nor any Clauſe E- 
quivalcnt to't. . | 


Ee a... 
SJ. th ; 
Containing a Swatch of the ANSWERER'S Blundersin his 
Vindication of the Uncharitableneſs of the Church of 


England to Infants Dying Unbaptiz d; from 
Page 43. to page 44. | 
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5 Country- man in the Dialogue thought, and the longer 
he lives he is ſtill the more perſwaded of it, that the 
Church of England danns all ſuch: For if GOD allow them 
Heaven, why ſhou'd the Church deny them Chriſtian Burial 2 
Why thou'd the claſs them with Excommunicate Perſons and ſelf 
Murderers, who are generally ſuppos'd to be Damn'd? Why does 


ſhe allow Laicks and Midwives to Baptize, if the did not believe 


they wou'd be damm'd dying without Baptiſm? How is it poſſible 
they can be ſav'd, when, according to the Doctrine of the Liturgie, 
the Spiritual Regeneration is inſeparably annex'd to Baptiſm ? 

us hear now what you have ſaid to this. 

I. Firſt, ſay you, we leave the unbaptizcd to the extraordinary 
and uncovenanted Mercy of God. Thank you fer nothing, Sir, 
and do not you the ſame with the Heathens : For what Creature 
ſhall be ſo bold as to tye up God's hands from extraordinary Acts ? 
But is there no difference to be made betwixt Heathens and the 
Infants of Chriſtian Parents, when the Promiſe is made to them 
and their Children? Shall the Omiſſion of a Rite thro' none of 
their own default, and which no Fathfull Parent will willfully 
negle&, render the Promiſe of none effect? Think if ſuch a 
Doctrine be conſiſtent with our naturall Notions of the Attributes 
of GOD, that their Salvation ſhou'd be riſqued thereby to the ſame 
degree with that of the Heathbens. 25 


II. You tell us, that by reaſon of a remote Claim that —_ 
R have 


| 
| 
| 


4 _ . — 


"So 
"= 
— - 


wv 


WITTE» is 


——— 
V—_ 
— - a TW 4 


222 
— 


2 4  v- I — = —\ 

n n 5 

CC ARE RES EIT 
l 


. — "IS 
— 
g — 

; „ 
.% 
1 * 
— 1 

* 


IE ——_ - => OY 
S _— "7x — 
ot * * = _— < 
——— 


8 3 Cd ra. — 
M EEC EI 
> Es Ie ——— re a: 


* . wa 
—_ —— 


— 


— Äx— Fs 
- - = : 
. 3 


1 — - — % J ** 4 — ws 
2727 —— » 04 ET 


* 
* ü I 9 0 * 
7 8 


2 — 755 


(. 62) 


© have as being Children of Chriſtian Parents, they are allow'd a place 
3 Incloſure for Burial, which is not to be done to a 


in the ſacr 
Pagan or a ew. But pray, to what is that remote Claim, I know 


nothing of it: For the Church of England does not baptize In- 


fants upon the Account of their Chriſtian Parentage, but becauſe 
of the. ſponſion of tlie Sureties. Vive 2d Dialogue page 20. &c. 
Hear then again you _— your Ignorance. Beſides, the Anf- 
wer amounts to this only, 
to their Souls. 75 

IH. Again you ask the Presbyterian Teachers, if they wou'd give 
the Communion to any Perſon that is not Baptized, tho' he owned 
and ſubſcribed the We/tmin/ier Confeſſion of Faith, but he thinks 
* Baptiſm unneceſſary. 7 
Anſ. This Queſtion, Sir, is black Nonſenſe- For, no Man that 
owns the Veftminſier Confeſſion, can think Baptiſm unneceſſary. 

IV. Lou ſay, if we wou'd not give the Sacrament of the Eu- 
* chariſt to any unbaptized, then why ſhou'd we quarrell tlie de- 
*nying Chriſtian Burial to unbaptized Infants ? 

Sir, you are dull to the laſt degree, if you cannot ſee the Odds. 


That Infants dye unbaptiz'd is none of their own fault, and there- 


fore ſhou d not be puniſhed for what is not ſo. But if Perſons are 
come to that age, as to be capable of the Euchariſt, tis their own 
fault if they are unbaptiz d, and therefore wou'd be deſervedly 
puniſh'd by denying them the Frchari/t. 1 
Add to all this, that the Dialogiſ did not quarrell the dethying 
the Office to them, but only adduc'd it as a Medirm for proving 
— hard Thoughts you have of the Future ſtate of unbaptiz'd In- 
ants. | 31 
V. Your other Conſiderations from the Cuſtome of the King- 
dom, uſing a ſingularity in the Burying unbaptiz'd Children, ſuch 
as 1. That very few are call'd to accompany the Corps. 2. That 
there 15 no Tolling of a Bell at their Burial. Nor 3. any to give 


Intimation of it. And 4. that they are diſpos'd of near to the Walls- 


of Churches, or the Church-yard-dike, that People may not paſs 
over their Graves. You ſhou'd have added, for fear of being bliſ- 


red. Theſe are ſuch powerfull-:Arguments, and which, 1 g. 
vr 


hat you are kinder to their Bodies than 
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you learn'd from the Poor Simple Wife in the North, that I 


e, 
we not medle with them. 


Containing a Swatch of the Blunders &c. committed by 
. the ANSWERER in his Vindication of the Uſe of 
4 75 the Ring with the appurtenant. Ceremonies, 


I. L xſt of all, you ſay with the Curat in the Dialogue, that 
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theſe little Ceremonies are not worth the quarrelling about. 


But then I muſt tell you, that the moſt famous Men in England 


have been offended with it : witneſs Bacon (the Ornament of the 


Engliſh Nation) cited in the Dialogue, his words are For the 


Form of celebrating Matrimony, the Ring ſeemeth to many even 
* of no vulgar Senſe and Underſtanding, a Ceremony not GRAVE, 


* ſpecially to be made, as the words make it, the eſſential part of 


the Action. Beſides, ſome other of the words are noted in ſpeech 


to be not ſo decent and fit. And Biſhop Pilkingron in his Con- 
futation of the Man of Cheſter fol. 54. acknowledges, © That in 


Marriage and many other things, we are too like unto the Papiſta, 


and that it is our fault generally, that we differ no more from them 


in all our Miniſtry. | | 
II. Again you tell us that the Diſſenters in England comply with 
it, No wonder, Sir, if what you ſay be true, that the right to 


j the Dowry or Tocher is ſuſpended on that Complyance, - Force 


will make a Man ſtick his own Mare, but if they had had noScruple 
about it, why ſo ſevere a Law, if there be ſuch a ne. 
III. Thirdly you tell us, That it was u by 'the Primitive 


Chriſtians during the Continuance of the extraordinary Gifts of the 


Holy Ghoit. Right, it was us d by them as an ancient Korwn Cue | 
| R.2- „ 
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64 
rom, but you ſhou'd have prov'd, they us'd it as a Religions Rite « 
But this I fancy wou'd have vex'd you. 1 own it is as lawfull for 
a Civil Government to make the Ring a Symbol in a Bargain of 
Marriage, as Earth and Stone, Heſp and Siapple, the Symbols in 
an Infeftment of Houſe or Lands, but to make it or any thing elſe, 
a Religious ſignificant Ceremony, is not, 1 aftirm, in the power of 
any Creature. | 

Tv. You tell us from Buxrorf, that the modern Jews nſe that 
Ceremony. A worthy argument, as if we were oblig'd to imitate 
them / But do not you know'alſo by the ſame Author, that they 


put it on the foremoſt Finger, why don't you imitate them in 
that too 


— 


-- - * 
1 * — 
d * 


Sect. 10th. 4 


Containing the ANSWERER'S Blunders in his Vindication | 
of the Rubrick, for finding Eaſter. 
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J. LIxſt of all you ſay, th it be an Error it is but Circumſtan- 
tall not Stub ſtantiall. 

But, Sir, be it the one or the other, yet every Curat in England 

is oblig d to declare his Aſſent and Conſent thereto, and that from 

the Pulbit, which ſhou'd be the Charr of Jerity. This was told 


you in the Dialogue, but it had not been prudent to notice it. A 


1kilfull Comurer is aware of raiſing more Devils than he can lay. 
As for what you add, That tho it be an Error, you do not loſe the 
Devotions nor Iniiruttions in the Myſteries f Faith, viz. the Re- 


ſurrection, Aſcenſion, &c. Pray, to what purpoſe is this? Neither 


do the Whigs loſe theſe Devotions: For tho' they neither keep 


 . Feſtivals, nor have Rubrick true or falſe for that end; yet they 
both Preach on theſe Subjects, and Pray and Praiſe ſuitably to 
them, as frequently at leaſt as you do. 


To 


* 


— 


3 1 r 
IJ 0 illuſtrate your Argument, you very learn dly obſerve, That 
* Chriſtmaſs Day in other places, 1s kept on the 25th of December, 
*and yet ten days before us. ew + 
| With your good Leave, Sir, tis e/even days before us: For ſuch is 
the Difference betwixt the Julian and Gregorian Stile, and has been 
ſo ſince. the Year 17co. But fuch is your Dullneſs that becauſe 
they reckon'd only tex Days, in the laſt Age, therefore you think 
they are always to do fo. n x 6 
Il. For your ſecond Anſwer you ſay, the Rule is Right. But 
pray, who told you ſo? Why, Good Reader, he has heard ſome 
wandring ſtory of a Book in England that fays ſo. Very well ! 
Now the Name of the Book, Sir? He knows nothing of that. 
The Author of the Book then? As little of that. The Language 
of the Book at leaſt? Nay, he never ſaw it, nor was it ever yet 
on Scots Ground, tho', were Winter once over, and the Ways 
mended, it may poſſibly take a Trip Northward. Don't think, 
Reader, I miſrepreſent him to make him Ridiculous. Take it in 
his uwn words. However, the Rule in the Book of Common- 
© Prayer is right, and it 1s explained and vindicated againſt tlie Ex- 
© prefſions of the late Learned Dr. Wallis, and the Miſrepreſenta- 
©tions of Mr. Baxter and other Diſſenters, AND MAY VERY 


_ © *SHORTLY COME TO OUR HANDS IN NORTEH-BRE 


£TAIN. > 
III. Inn the mean time (till it come) you give us an Explication 
of the ſaid Rule, entred (as you ſay ) in the Records of Parliament 
with a Table aftix'd. Fe | 
When I look'd on the Table, and conſider'd the Deſign thereof, 
it put me in mind of a Doctor at Tubing, who us'd Mathematical- 
ly to Demonſtrate TranſubAantiation on a Brod. For, as 2 
Tables as wou'd lye *twixt this and China will not make the Rule 
right: whereas, as you were told in both Dialogues, the inſerting 
one ſingle word vis. UPON will effectually do it, according to 
the Church of England's Scheme. Thus | 
Eaſter Day is * the firſt Sunday after the firſt full Moon, 
which happens UPON or next - 416 the 21 day of March; and 4 
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| | ( 66.) 
” we Moon happens upon 4 Sunday, Eaſter day is the Sunday after. 
his is according to the Regulation made, as the Tradition gots, 


Tube 
| by the Canons of the Council of Nice whereas the Rule, as it is 
expreſs d in the Engliſh Liturgie, without the word UPON, is 
ſo far from having obtain'd thele fourtcen Hunder Years, that I 
affirm it was not ſo much as heard of in the World, nor is to be 
found, in that mutilate Form, in any Ritual, Miſſal, Breviary, 
Liturgie, nay not in the Engliſh Liturgie it ſelf, threeſcore Years 
ago. | 
” As to the Explication, which you ſay is enter'd in the Records 
of Parliament, 1 fancy if it were enter d in every Curar's Pocket 
Book, it wou'd be as ſerviceable. But pray, Sir, why did not 
you tell us, when 1t was enter'd, upon what Occaſion, who are 
your Authors that it 1s enter'd, andabove all, whether it be enter'd, 
as an Explication of the Rubrick: For if it be not that, it fignt- 
fies nothing. And tho' I have glanc'd over the Abridgment of all 


the Engliſh Statutes from the beginning of Magna Charta to the 
Union, yet I can find no Veſtige of it. | 
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i But be enter d where it will, what's the uſe of it in this Cafe 2 
. We did not want to know what 2c, d make the Nubrick a right 
i Rule according to the Church of England's Scheme. The inſer- 
0 ting the word UPON will do it, as is told in the Dialogue; but 
we wanted to {ee the Rubrick demonſtrated to be a right Rule, as 
9 it ſtands expreſſed in the Liturgie; and this the Explicatian is ſo far 
: _ doing, that on the Contrary, it demonſtrates it to be a falſe» 
= ule. gore? 
. For, 1mo. It bids us find out the Golden Number, New Moon, 
. Full Moon, not by the Almanacks, but by the Common-Prayer 
| Book. All this was dune in the Dialogue in the Inſtance given in 


the Year 1687. | 4 
2dly, It bids us underſtand the Full Moon meant in the Rule, to 
be the fourteenth Day after incluſive from the New Moon. This 
alſo was done in the Dialogue in the very Terms in which Inclu/iue- 
is explain'd, vis. THAT IS, ACCOUNTING THE DAL 
Or THE NEW MOON FOR THE FIRST. But in the. 
8 22 | | © | ” { car 
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_ the 21 day of March, it cou'd nt be reckon'd the Pascha full 


Moon according to the Rubrick: becauſe the Rubriet determines 


the Paſchall full Moon to be that, which happens not UPON: 


but NEXT AFTER the 21 of March. And fo you are juſt 


where you were. 


I give you your Choice, Sir, to take theſe worde NEXT" A.. 
TER rhe 21 % March, either incluſive, ſo as to ſignifie UPON, © * 


or excliſſive, ſo as to ſigniſie ſimply AFTER, as it 1s taken in two 
other Clauſes in the ſame Rule. If it be taken exclu/ve, then the 


Rule is falſe, ſtill when the Golden Number is 16, as is demon- 
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ſtrated in the Diqſegye. If you take it incluſeue, then the Rule 
ſerves, only for one Tear, in the whole Luner Cycle, So that no- 


thing will ſalve the Rule, but to ſay, That theſe words NEXT 


AFTER are to be taken, ſometimes incluſive and ſometimes exchu- 


ſiue And if fo, then Lthink you might as well want a Rule. 


„Thus I have done with your worthy Piece. And now, Dear 
Robin, for after all I defire to part good Friends with thee, fay 


frankly, What in all the World tempted thee, what on 85 
Subject 2 


lignant Star of thine overul'd thee into writing upon this 


Tho' thou couldſt make a ſhiſt, toramblethrough the Uficer, when ' 


Occaſion ſerves, for who wou'd be at the pains to noticg, or {0 


| rude as to challenge thy Blunderings, yet waſt thou ſo great à ſtrun- 


ger to thy ſelf, as not to know, that thou cou d never ſay one wie. 
word in diſputing for them? Thou haſt a notable ſaying of the 
Presbyterians, That they worſhip God, in words they tu ꝗ not wiſh ' 


Printed, and with faces they wou'd not wiſh painted, I ſhall not 


ſay but thy Face might make a tolerable Chimney-piece, for who 


can look at theeand not laugh? but I'm ſure thou haſt reaſon a 
Thouſand times to wiſh, thy words liad never been Printed. Take 


Counſel then, Dear Robin, and let the ſecond Dialogue and Letter 
lye Dormant a while; or, if thou wilt Print any thing on em, 
Pray, put it in Rhime; for thou art ſaid to have a powerfull hand 


at Doggrel, and ſo, tho you don't Convince, yet you may 1 2 
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„ 4. Line 16. Read Rae. ibid.1, 32 r. ſure your, p. 5. 
t- communicate, p. 6. I. 12. r. Idolatry. p. g. I. 19. r. pare 
19 - p.16. 1 20. r. complements, p. 20. I. 12. for make r. proved 
| 68 Pal. L.. when. p- 44+ I.. after well add Ergo what, 
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